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every man that has had the misfortune to borrow | 
a dollar from them. 

Now, | profess to be as much a hard-money | 
man as any one; and if gentlemen can convince | 
me that the issue of these Treasury notes—which | 
] regard as nothing more than a means of effect- | 
ing a loan—leads to the establishment of a Gov- 
ernment bank of any kind whatever, I pledge | 
myself to go against it. I do not go exactly so 
far against banks as a distinguished politician of | 
my Stae—John Randolph—did when he pro- | 
nounced all banks * houses of ill-fame.”’ og 

But while I do this, I think that the banking 
system has been carried to a very ruinous extent; | 
and I have no hesitation in enzing now, that if 1 | 
was in the Legislature of my State at this crisis, 
| should go for a divorce between bank and State, 
for selling every dollar of stock that the State of 
Virginia has in banking institutions, and for the 
collection of revenue in gold and silver. 

What is the issue of Treasury notes but a mere 
Joan? What else is it? The money is to be | 
raised. It is to be raised in some way, either by 
a permanent loan, or by this temporary expedi- | 
ent—the issue of Treasury notes. Gentlemen 
say, giveusaloan. What do you want witha 
loan? Do you want this to be a permanent debt? 
Do you want the Secretary of the Treasury to | 
say that what he has regarded as a temporary | 
necessity shall require the permanent medicine of | 
aloan for years? Do you want to couple with this | 
not only the loan itself and its permanent estab- 
lishment on the Government for years, butdo you 
want also to create the necessity for revising the 
tariff, and for increasing the rates of duty? Now, || 
sir, if a loan is to be established, if it is to go in | 
as part and parcel of the national debt, what will | 
be the next cry? Do gentlemen wantany further || 
indication than has been furnished on this floor 
here by some gentlemen who have addressed the 
House, and alluded to the tariff act of last ses- 
sion? I take it that this is, perhaps, one of the 
causes of dissatisfaction with the President of the 
United States on the part of some of the gentle- |, 
men who are known to favor the doctrine of pro- || 
tection for protection’s sake. 

The President, on the thirteenth page of his 
message, says: 

“ As stated in the report of the Secretary, the tariff of | 
March 3, 1857, has been in operation for so short a periodof | 
time, and under circumstances so unfavorable to a just de- 
velopment of its resultsasarevenue measure, that I should 


regard itas inexpedient, at least fer the present, to undertake 
its revision.”? 





Now, I take it that it is that position, taken by | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and sustained by | 
the President, that has aroused a vast deal of the | 
opposition of those known to be protective-tariff | 
men in this House, against the introduction and | 
adoption of this measure. If the Secretary of the | 
Treasury would come forward and propose a loan 
to run for eight, or ten, or fifteen years, I doubt 
not that that would be more coneakin to the gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House than the | 
temporary issue of Treasury notes, as proposed. 
It is notsoto me. I think this recommendation 
is preferable to theirs. It is temporary only, and || 
is intended for nothing more. Itis not to extend 
beyond the year. Itis intended to serve until the | 
goods are withdrawn from the warehouses and | 
the duties received. But, said the distinguished | 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] I | 
am opposed to your proposition, because you | 
‘ave nO provision there for funding this debt. || 
Why does he want it funded, unless he wants to | 
make it permanent? What other reason can there 
be for providing that it shall be funded, than to || 
give it the character of permanency and settled || 
stability as the policy of the Government with | 
“ee to the debt itself. | 

But let us see how the gentleman’s idea is || 
going to work out. The gentleman has referred 1 
to the act of 1847, authorizing the issue of Treas- | 
A notes. Let us call his attention to the fact | 
ny the House was at that time presided over by | 
- distinguished gentieman, Mr. Winthrop, of |, 

assachusetts, and that the House was an Op- | 
position House. But, sir, under the aet of 1847 || 
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Treasury notes were issued, some of which are 
unredeemed to this day, and are supposed ta be 
lost. There are something like $100,000 of thera 
outstanding still. During the past summer some 
of those Treasury notes have been presented at 
the Treasury, and, instead of being redeemed, 
under the operation of that law, they were funded; 
and in some instances, in less than one week 
they were sent back to the Treasury, and the 
Government was compelled to pay the premium | 
of sixteen dollars on the $100. 

Now, sir, if there had been no law for funding 
the debt, the Government would not have been 
compelled to pay this premium of sixteen dollars. 
But under the operation of that provision, which 
the gentleman wants to have incorporated into 
the present bill, they had the right to come in | 
there and have them funded, and then take the 
premium. I know the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts does not desire to adopt a policy which 
shall impose upon the Government an addi- 
tional burden of sixteen dollars on the $100, but 
I call his attention to the fact that he may have 
the opportunity of meeting the point in regard to 
this feature which he seeks to ingraft upon the 
bill now before us. 

Mr. BANKS. If the gentleman from Virginia 
desires an answer now, | will give it. 


Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman will not 








take too much of my time, | will yield to him | 
certainly. 

Mr. BANKS. The proposition which I made, 
Mr. Chairman, with regard to this bill, and the | 
objections which I made to the bill as reported | 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, are not | 
answered by the suggestions of ‘the gentleman | 
from Virginia, There is no necessity, under the | 
proposition I have made, that the Government | 
shall go into the market for the purpose of buying | 
up stock at fifteen, twenty, or twenty-one percent. | 
premium. That is the objection which the gen- | 
tleman makes, as Lunderstand it. You may limit | 
the issue of stock to one, two, or three, years— | 
for as short a time as you please—and the Gov- | 
ernment will never be under the necessity of pur- | 
chasing stock ata premium. There are plenty of | 
people who desire nothing so much as a safe 
investment for their funds, whether they be much 
or little; and therefore, if the stock of the United | 
States be issued at six per cent. interest, it will | 
be taken up for one year, two years, or three | 
poe just as gentlemen choose. There will then 

e no necessity for purchasing this stock at a pre- 
mium, as heretofore. 

If the gentleman asks whether the Secretary of | 
the Treasury was justified in paying a premium | 
for the stock purchased in the three years past, | | 
answer that I think he was justified. ButI say to | 
the gentleman from Virginia that the Government | 
of this country ought never to have placed the Sec- | 


y | 





reasury ina position which obliged | 
him to purchase stock ata high premium. It was 
the fault of Congress in not adopting the recom- | 
mendations of the late Administration. The adop- | 
tion of the course of policy recommended by the | 
Administration which has recently expired would | 
have relieved the Secretary of the Treasury from 
the necessity of such purchases. 

That Administration commenced with a recom- 
mendation by Mr. Guthrie for the revision of the | 
tariff, for two purposes: first, to reduce the sur-— 
plus money in Srallbnaiecieaedaneandane relieve 
the industrial interests of the country from bur- | 
dens imposed by the previous policy of the Gov- | 
ernment. Congress did not act upon that rec- | 
ommendation. Iam willing to relieve the gentle- 
man from Virginia from any responsibility for the | 
course pursued. The gentleman advocated meas- | 
ures which, if successful, would have relieved, | 
three years since, the Treasury of its surplus, | 
But, sir, the Governmentdid not adopt that policy. | 
Instead of revising the tariff laws, as recommended 
by Mr. Guthrie in 1853 and 1854, it devoted its | 
entire energies to the settlement of those questions | 
in which the country has been involved, ever since | 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise. It was | 
for that reason, because the energies of the coun- | 
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try have, for the last four or five vears, beea 
devoted exclusively to sectional questions, thatthe 
industrial interests of the country have suflered. 
It was for that reason that the surplus in the 
Treasury was permitted to accumulate as it did. 
Now, sir, 1 say to the gentleman, leave the ques- 
tion to us and we will relieve his friends of their 
difficulty. We will take the negro out of the Gov- 
ernment and allow it to give its attention to this 
matter. Let gentlemen give some attention to the 
industrial interests of the country fora few years. 


| Give us a little legislation for the benefit of white 


men, and there will not again a surplus accumu- 
late in the Treasury, such as has been there for 
the last four or five years. 

And let me say another word to the gentleman 
from Virginia. He declaims against the issue of 
paper money upon the part of the States, reécho- 
ing the sentiment of the President upon this ques- 
tion. Now, sir, 1 do notstand here to defend the 
a money system of the country as carried on 

y the States. On the contrary, I desire as earn- 
estly as any man in this country, to see a proper 
and judicious reform. But I coe issue with the 
President and with the gentleman from Virginia, 
if he follows the lead of the President in this 
matter, in the assertion that the issue of paper 
money by the States is the sole cause of those 
commercial revulsions which have swept over the 
country with so terrible an effect. But I have to 
say that we cannot go to the people of the States 
and ask them to forego their privilege of issuing 

aper money when the same Government which 
1e defends in the denunciation of that system have 
taken up the business of issuing inconvertible pa- 
per money, as proposed by this bill. I ask the 
gentleman from Virginia to allow us to appeal to 
the people of the States to restrict their issues 
of paper money upon some sound and judicious 
plan, by refusing to the Government the power 
which they now ask of issuing inconvertible paper 
money, without any limit in respect to the time 
of redemption, or ia its authority shall cease. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man will soon be in the gubernatorial chair of the 
State of Massachusetts, and I shall look with 
some interest to his first message, to see what re- 
forms he will recommend for the banking system 
of that State. I trust he will recommend an alter- 
ation, as far as the banking system of his own 
State is concerned, and that that alteration will be 
radical—that his reforms will go to the bottom of 
the system. 

Mr. BANKS. If the gentleman desires me to 
answer, I will answer now. Wherever I am, I 
shall advocate, and, as far as I have the power, 
sustain, every judicious—or, if the gentleman 

leases—radical reform, in the banking system. 
Bat, I repeat again, that if J go to Massachusetts 
and ask them to restrict their issues, I shall be met 
by every banker in the State with the declaration 
that the gentleman from Virginia, and the hard- 
money men here, propose thatthe Government of 
the United States shall resume the business of 
issuing paper money. If the Government will 
not forego the advantage of issuing paper money, 
why should individual bankers forego that privi- 
lege? And I think it will be very difficult for the 
gentleman from Virginia, to answer their argu- 
ment. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not see the slightest dif- 
ficulty in answering it. What are these Treasury 
notes but an acknowledgment in writing, upon 
the part of the Government, that it owes so much? 
As I understand it, the gentlemen upon the other 
side, for the purpose of making these Treasury 
notes a currency, propose to provide indorse- 

ments, by which they are to pass from hand to 
hand, and in this way make the national Treas- 
ury responsible for every indorsement in the 
chain of indorsement, from the issuing of the 
notes down to the time of payment. Now that is 
one of my very reasons for going for it—that it 
neither establishes a debt, nor does it make the 
Government paper — But if it did, is nos 
it remarkable that, under the issue of Treasury 
notes in 1837, 1840, 1843, 1846, and 1847, aregular 
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paper currency was not then established, and 
when, in that latter year, Treasury notes to the 
amount of $36,263,000 were issued? Was that a 
currency? Did it go into the ordi ary channels 
of circulation, and pass from hand to hand as 
ordinary bank bills did ? 

Again, these Treasury notes provide for the 
payment of interest. Do your bank notes pro- 
vide for the payment of interest? Notat all You 
cannot get the principal even upon a bank note, 
a large portion of the time, to say nothing about 
the interest. 

Mr. BANKS. I beg leave of the gentleman 
from Virginia to say that the very feature which 
he states as the distinguishing characteristic be 
tween a Treasury note and a bank bill has been 
taken from bank bills, by special enactment. 
Banks in this country have been prohibited from 
allowing interest on their notes. 

Mr. LETCHER. So much the worse. 

Mr. BANKS. So much the better. Interest 
gives them legs by which they waik off to the 
distant parts of the country. ‘The difficulty with 
banks is to get their bills out. They would be 
glad to pay interest upon bank bills so that they 
might walk off, and perhaps never come back. 
But the United States gives to its paper money 
that characteristic power to walk off so that under 
this bill they may never come back again. 

Between the paper money he proposes to issue, 
and the paper money issued by the banks of the 
country, there will be no difference, except as to 
the degree of credit attached to the one and the 
other. First, this Government money is incon- 
vertible on demand; it is receivable for public 
dues; the creditors of the Government are required 
to take it for their dues—at their option I admit, 
as to creditors. Itis the same as to bank bills. 
Creditors in no case are required by the law of 
any State to accept bank bills in discharge of their 
dues. It is left to the option of the creditors to 
take this Government paper, it is true; but the 
option comes to a man under such circumstances, 
that it results in little less than that he may take 
that or nothing. The creditor may have the right 
to refuse the paper money; but if he does refuse, 
he runs the risk of losing the favor of the Gov- 
ernment. So he has the right to refuse a bank 
note, and if he does, he incurs the risk of losing 
the favor of those who issue it. 

Mr. LETCHER. When the gentleman talks 
about bank paper in the States not being a legal 
tender, he knows that the Legislatures of the 
States have made it a virtual tender, by declaring 
that it shall be received in payment of State dues, 
and paid out accordingly. There is nota State 
in this Union, that has a bank system ingrafted 
upon it, that does not receive these identical bank 
notes, created under these State laws, in payment 
of taxes, save the States of Arkansas and Missis- 
sippi, which have no banks. 

Now, sir, if this is a convertible currency, how 
foes ithapren, whenthe Congresses which | have 
specified undertook to issue those notes from 
1837 to 1847, a period of ten years, to the amount 
of $80,732,000, they never became a part of the 
currency of the country? Does he believe, at that 
time, that these notes went into the country as 
a circulating medium, and passed from hand to | 
hand? 

Then, sir, so far as the gentlemen on the other 
side are concerned, their past practice, and the | 
practice of the past party friends with whom they 
are connected, and the Administrations they have 
sustained, conclude them from this objection. My 
own belief is, that if it were a bank, we should 
hear a very different note from that sung on this 
oceasion. The very fact of its being a bank would 
recommend it to their consideration, while it | 
would array against it those upon this side. It 
is the very fact that it is nota bank; that it does 


not possess the features of a bank; that 11 does || action of the Secretary was legal. 


not issue the currency of a bank, that makes it 
— to them. 


"THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 
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sure of the crisis, the Secretary, with the noble || 
spirit that became him, undertook, so far as lay || 
within his power, to relieve the distresses of the || 
country by an act which was within the range of 
his constitutional authority—-by the payment of 
these stocks. Then it was that the whole country, || 
from the North to the South, rang with his 
praises; and the press upon all sides, even the 
party press, proclaimed that he had done a great 
duty, and an act of kindness to the country; and || 
even just now, upon the 18th of this present 
month, the National Intelligencer, the organ of || 
the Whig party in this city, came out in praise || 
of his efforts. Why is it, then, that he is ar- || 
raigned here now? Is party feeling so strong, is || 
party prejudice so overwhelming, that what was || 
proper and right two months ago is not proper 
and right now? No, sir; if it was right then, it 
is right now; and I am glad to hear the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts come out and accord to 
the Secretary the meed of praise for what he has || 
done. | 
Mr. Chairman, I believe I have concluded what || 
I have to say upon this subject. There were 1 
other thoughts that I intended to have presented | 
to the House; but in this running discussion be- || 
tween the gentleman from Massachusetts and |) 
myself, my order of discussion has been some- || 
what deranged; and I now yield the floor. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I have, Mr. Chairman, sev- || 
eral objections to this bill, which I propose to || 
present. to the committee; but, lest I should for- |! 
get it, as | have taken no notes of what the gen- || 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Letcner] has said, || 
I want to allude, in the first place, to his remarks | 
in regard to the Secretary of the Treasury de- || 
serving the praise of the country for stepping in || 
so benevolently to relieve the distresses of the | 
land. I suppose, sir, that people must have been 
sorely distressed when they had to be induced to || 
sell their Government obligations at a premium || 
of twenty percentum! If they were in distress, | 
why were they not willing to bring in their notes 
| 


and receive their par value for them? That is 
the question; and I would like the gentleman to 
answerit. The Secretary of the Treasury had to | 
present an inducement of from sixteen to twenty | 
per cent. premium to get the notes in to relieve || 
the distresses of these men, and, therefore, he is i 
to be made President for his benevolence. 1 

1 object, Mr. Chairman, in the first place, to the | 
movements in regard to this bill, that it is pressed | 
with such hot and indecent haste. An attempt | 
has been made three or four times, if I remember 
rightly, by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means to screw us up to a vote upon | 
it under the previous question, without scrutiny | 
and without analyzing and sifting this measure— || 
the most important measure, probably, that will || 
come before the House during the present ses- || 
sion. yl 

A Member. Except Kansas. \| 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes; of course. I always || 
except the ** peculiar institution’? and its expan- || 
sion. That is the one paramount thing. \\ 

Now, sir, it looks a little suspicious that the || 
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friends of this bill should be so urgent to bring it | 
to a vote under the party drill, with which I have | 
no doubt they will secure its final passage. They || 
cannot let us discuss it. Will not they let us | 
have time to study and understand and present || 
the subject? Lam glad that there is a little sea- || 
room to-day. 1 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Will the gentle- || 
man allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes, sir. i] 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Has the Secretary || 
of the Treasury paid out a single dollar at a pre- | 


mium, except in accordance with the law passed | 
by Congress ? 


‘Mr. LOVEJOY. 





|| 
I have no doubt that the || 
he S Idid notdeny 1 
that, Mr. Chairman. I ma met the eulogistic 


/| assertion of the gentleman from Virginia, that it 


ut | was glad to hear the gentleman say that || was a beneficent movement towards those who 


so far as the Secretary of the Treasury was con- 


he has acted properly, and in accordance with | 
the requirements of the law. That was not his | 


| were in distress. 
cerned in regard to this stock matter, he believes | accordance with law. 


1 did not deny that it was in 


Mr. J.G@LANCY JONES. I understand the 
gentleman to say, then, thatall the Secretary has 
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that his action was not contrary to law. 7,, 
matter was left optional with him, and, as [ yyo.. 
stand, the Presidency dazzled him a litle, any 
said to himself ** Now, I will bless the country.’ 
and he blessed it. I would like to be bless.) 
that way too. : 
My first objection, Mr. Chairman, to this ) 
is, that it is a deceptive bill. Ido not say i)», 
it is fraudulent, in the legal sense of the term. |\y, 
I do say that it is a deceptive bill. 


It Proposes 


| to do a certain thing, under concealment and gdje. 


guise. It professes to be one thing, when j; j. 
really another thing. It will be called a Jogy 
but in reality itis converting the Government int, 
a great shinplaster machine, to flood the country 
with an irredeemable currency, which has, as | 
supposed, always been as the broth of abominabj|. 
things to the Democratic party, and which jg g 
to me now. 

The gentleman from Virginia seemed Surprised 
that there were any members on this side of thp 
House in favor of a hard currency and agains; 
banks. 1 will tell him how it has happened, | 
presume he has read the Metamorphoses of Ovid, 
and is familiar with them, and he will remem. 
ber there a great many transmogrifications and 
changes and transmigrations. Now, I will tej 
him how this has happened. The real, genuine 


|| soul of Democracy has left the party that bears 


the name, and has come to animate the Repu). 
lican party. It has left a soulless carcass jp 
the one place, and a youthful giant, animated 
with the spirit of Jeffersonian Democracy, in the 
other. 

I was saying, sir, that this measure isa decep. 
tive measure. It proposes to convert the Gov. 
ernment into a great banking concern. And, sir, 


| I venture to say that the engravings for these 
| notes are already made. 


I venture to say that 
the head of the venerable President is at one end 
of the notes, and that the Secretary of the Treas. 
ury will ornament and beautify the other end; 
and as a motto, there will be traced on it in lesi- 
ble characters, ‘*Thanks to the sub-Treasury, the 
Government has not failed; we have not become 
bankrupt; we pay specie.”’ 

Sir, if this Government has become bankrupt, 
contrary to the declaration of the President, then 
I say let us stand right up before the nation and 
the world and own it; let us say we have failed; 
and then if you wanta loan to the extent of your 
necessities, I will vote a loan; though while | 
have my senses I never will vote for this bill, 
If you want a loan, I will vote you a loan. Just 
let the Secretary of the Treasury, if he needs a 
loan, ask for a leo. Do the honest, plain, fravk, 
above-board thing; say the Government has 
failed, and we must borrow money, and go iio 
New York and pledge the faith of the Govern- 
ment. If that will not do, mortgage the Capitol, 
and the other public buildings; and if that dors 
not bring the coin, pledge the immaculate and 
inviolate faith of the Democratic party, and the 
gold will begin to move towards you. [Laughter.| 
That would be the honest thing, sir. And what 
will be the result? The result will be that you 
can borrow this money, whether it be five, te", 
fifteen, or twenty million dollars that you nev’. 
You can obtain it in New York. It islying there 
unused in the vaults. The credit of the nation 
will bring it out. Go and advertise for it; and 
you will get it. If you can get it for one per cen'., 
do not give six percent. to save the country and 
bless the poor people in distress. If it requires 
two per cent , give two, and so on up to six per 
cent. Make the best bargain you can, and agree 
to pay ata certain date, and then take that money 
and put it into circulation through the country. 
Thatis Democracy —genuine Democracy, | mea, 


| which is Republicanism now—and I will vote 


for it. 

I object again because I do not perceive, *! 
present, the necessity for this loan. Why, eve" 
the friends of the measure say that they do pot 
know that they will be obliged to issue the amou''. 
It is a kind of cectingintl that they are conte! 

lating. Gentlemen have said on this floor, a" 
Swen the House to take notice of it, that they did 
not know that there should be a single dollar “! 


complaint; but his complaint was against those || done in this matter, has clearly been in obedience || this loan needed. Well, then, how can we 


who passed the law under which he acted. I was || to law. 


astonished to hear the Secretary of the Treasury || 
arraigned here upon that ground. 
when ruin seemed inevitab 


At the time |; ticular terms of the law. 
toall from the pres- || was passed. 


I do not remember the par- 
I was not here when it 
But I judge from hearing it read, 


Mr. LOVEJOY. 


ceive the necessity of it, if its friends cannot? WY 
do they not come forward and make a frank s'0'"- 
ment here, and tell us why they want the money, 
and for what they want the money, and just how 
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The much they want, so that we can vote understand- 
Ndep. oly on the subject? 
nd ~ Pat suppose the money 1s seer? Pelt 
try; which perhaps we must admit, is this the only 


de of raising it? Go sell half of the custom- 
voyses of the land, where the income does not 
8 bil meetthe expenses. Go to Pensacola, and all along 


that ‘he coast, and do it. Go to the interior, where 
), but officers were appointed to receive railroad iron, 
108es away out on your inland rivers and lakes, so as 
dis. ‘) save the importers from paying the duty for a 
it is fow months, til the iron was actually delivered to 


oan, ‘hem. These officials swarm over the country. 


into The railroads are now built, and the necessity for 
ntry these offices has ceased; but the officers are there, 
as | and the salaries are there. Why not retrench? 
lable Mr. Cobb’s report struck me as if it was enough 
IS $0 to excite a smile upon a grave stone almost. Says 
he, the Government ought to practice retrench- 
‘ised ment. The Government ought to economize.”’ 
"the Yes; I think so too. 
Linst Now, supposing the Government do retrench, 
4 do economize; suppose we call in nine tenths or 
vid, ninety-nine hundredths of our foreign diplomatic 
ems , corps. Are they doing anything now? Have 
and they any business to negotiate? As the gentleman 


tell who represents this Government at Madrid is to 
ine be removed, that place, for one, can be left vacant. 


arg We will save something there. The probability 
ub is that our Minister and Envoy Extraordinary 
in ; there, (and he was certainly a very extraordinary 
ited envoy,) will be recalled, for I suppose there is 
the » pothing to be done there, inasmuch as the de- 

leted state of the Treasury will prevent the pur- 
oD. chase of Cuba for the present. [ do not know 
ov- what our Minister to St. Petersburg has to do 
Sir, > either. Rather than borrow, I think an individ- 
ese ual ought to retrench. Rather than borrow, I 
hat think aGovernment ought to retrench. I do not 
nd know of any foreign nation where we require a 
ag. minister now, but one, and that is Great Britain. 
nd; Let us have consuls to look after the commercial 
gi. interests of the country, and after the interests of 


the our citizens who may be abroad; and let us cut 
ine off all these ministers plenipotentiary. We will 
> save something in that way. I hope that my 





| debt he shall have some idea of how he is to pay 
| 





| sion will pass away,and money will flow into the || 
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: } 
yet they want to give the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury the privilege of drawing for $20,000,000, more 
than half enough to support the Government, 
economically administered, during the entire fis- 
cal year. 1 object, therefore, to the amount. [| 
want to propose an amendment to insert ‘* six,”’ 
in lieu of ‘*twenty,”’ in this first section. If I 
understood the Secretary aright, he proposes to | 
issue $6,000,000 right off, on these plates that are 
already waiting to have the stamp, and then he 
proposes to borrow the rest if he can. I move to 
amend the first section of the bill, by striking vat 
the word ‘‘ twenty,’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘six.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment will take 


j 
| 
| 
| 
| 


from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks. 


place, Mr. Chairman, because there is no mode | 


|| the Government. Add to that this $20,000,000, 
| 


provided to repay this loan. Itseems to be a matter 


idl 
| & proper system of retrenchment were pursued 
| by the Government. But, sir, do you suppose 

Lever dreamed that the Democrats of the pres- 
ent Administration would practice retrenchment? 


| No, sir. I said there was no need of a loan if 


I proper retrenchment were carried out; but not 


that I thought there was any probability it would 
be done. But, mark you, it is my honest con- 
| vietion, that so far from being able to pay this 
loan when it becomes due, we shal! be asked for 
another loan before the close of the present year. 
And I might as well say, just here, that though 
I would be ready to relieve the Government, and 
| to restore to its former prosperity the whole coun- 


‘| try, and myself in particular, still I do not be- 
precedence of the amendment of the gentleman || 


lieve that any system of partial relief—any meas- 
ure of empiricism, will doit. Weshall go to the 


we reach the bottom, as to grasp and swim to try 
to save ourselves before we touch the rock. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. [object to the bin in the fifth 1 bottom, and we may as well sink and sink until 
| 


of common economy, that when a man runs in 
it,if he means to be honest. There is no pro- || 
vision here, and no allusion to any mode of re- | 
paying this indebtedness. How is it going to be 
done? The Secretary of the Treasury says that 
this state of things is temporary; that this revul- || 


Treasury, so that he can repay the debt. He 
wants some seventy or eighty millions to carry on || 


and you have $100,000,000. Does any sane man | 
| believe that $50,000,000 will come into the Treas- | 
ury during the year? And howis the Government | 
| to be carried on at the expense of $80,000,000, 
| and then this $20,000,000 additional to be paid? 
| I should like to know that. There is no way of | 
| doing it. There is nothing more certain—and I |! 
venture to predict it—than that the Secretary of 
the Treasury will be here next winteraskinga loan 
of $40,000,000 at the close of that year. And soon | 
the Government will get used to it, and the peo- || 
ple will get used to it, and cae it will slide | 
into a monster bank, compared with which, the. || 
United States Bank was a mere pigmy. The little || 
finger of this movement will be thicker than the } 


Sir, whatis paper currency—irredeemable paper 
currency? I[tisa falsehood. When a bank-bill 
goes abroad in the country and, says, “ Iam 
twenty dollars, or lam fifty dollars; i represent 


|| so much specie,’’ it is a falsehood upon its face. 


It does not represent what it purports to repre- 
sent. It often represents nothing. And when 
we put forth paper currency or Treasury notes to 
the world, purporting to represent so much specie 
in the Treasury, or other places of deposit, when 
the specie is not there, it is deceptive. It is like 
the Credit Mobilier of France. It represents not 
specie, but the creditof thecountry. And, if the 
present Administration follows in the footsteps of 
the last Administration for the next four years, I 
do not think the credit of the country will be worth 
much. Sir, all these attempts to relieve these 
commercial disasters, orto prevent them, by new 


| issues of irredeemable paper, are like the policy 


of the man in Scripture, who built his house upon 
the sand; and when the rains descended and the 
floods came, and the winds blew and beat upon 
that house, it fell. I tell you that all the cobweb 
attempts to keep off the storm will be unavailing. 
Your bark may sit calm and beautiful upon the 
lake while its waters remain unruffled, but when 


nt, friend from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] ts as radical || loins of the United States Bank, although I rejoice || the storm comes it will be capsized and will sink. 
en © onretrenchment as I am. || at the destguction of that institution. And so, when you undertake to build up national 
nd I say, therefore, I do not see the necessity of || Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask what are the esti- |} prosperity, by means of a paper currency, which 
d; © thisloan. Iam notconvinced yet that the amount || mates of the Secretary of the Treasury worth? | does not represent dollar for dollar, and is not 
ur might not be saved by retrenchment. I urder- || Not three months ago os was in the market, with || convertible into specie, it will not stand. But, 


stood the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to state that he had, on the Ist of July, 
$17,710,000, and that the collections for the quar- 
ter ending September 30, were over twenty mil- 
ons; making in all $38,500,000. Now, if he 
collect $12,000,000 for the current quarter, which 
is his estimate, he will have had $50,000,000 to 
cover the expenses of six monshs. Is not that 
enough? The income of the present fiscal year, 
for six months, according to the estimates of the 


to about fifty million of @ollars—and this has 
actually come into the Treasury. Are we going 
to push the expenditures of the Government to 
$100,000,000? I should like to know that. That 

is anew way of retrenchment and economy. 
Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. The necessity for 
this measure arises from the fact that, instead of 
dutiable goods being withdrawn from the bonded 
d : warehouses and the duties paid, they are still 
kept in the warehouses. In consequence of con- 
Sumpiion having ceased, the Secretary has called 
: on Congress to give him the power to issue these 
ig Treasury notes in the contingency of a continua- 
ion of this state of things. Does the gentleman 
: not know that although estimates may be correct, 
yet, in case goods are not withdrawn from the 
warehouses, the duties are not paid into the 
’ Treasury? And does he not know that there is 
snger of a deficiency in less than a month from 

this time? 
| Mr. LOVEJOY. I take the estimate of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury, as to what has al- 
ready accrued and come into the Treasury; and 
t amounts to $38,500,000 up to the 30th of last 
September, and now he wants to pile $20,000,000 
, more on that. 

Another objection that I urge is to the amount 
Proposed to be raised. I would like to call the 
attention of the House to this fact, that I have not 
leard any gentleman urge anything that squinted 
towards the necessity of this $20,000,000. They 
do not know that a dollar will be wanted. And 
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Secretary of the Treasury himself, will amount | 





}a surplus in the Treasury, purchasing United | 
States stocks ata premium of fifteen or twenty || 
per cent. And what was his opinion then? That | 
the affairs of the Treasury would go on prosper- | 
ously and securely, as his own actions show in | 
the readiness with which he was prepared to pur- || 
chase the stocks of the Government at this high || 
rate of premium. What,I say, then, are the esti- | 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury worth, | 
looking at his conjectures for the future by those || 
in the past? I tell you that there will be nothing || 
in the Treasury with which to redeem these | 
$20,000,000 of Treasury notes, and to enable the || 
Treasury to meet its current obligations, which || 
you now propose to authorize it to incur. I pro- |} 
| pose to further amend by adding, at the end of || 
| the first section, the following: 


} 
And that there shall be a tax levied, in the mode pre- | 


scribed in the Constitution, for the redemption of the loan 
herein provided for. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in | 
order at this time. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. 
part of my speech. | 
Mr. BISHOP. I merely wish to ask a single || 


| 
question. The gentleman states, as the ground for { 


' 


Then I merely read it as a || 


offering his amendment to strike out $20,000,000 | 
and insert $6,000,000, that there is reaily no ne- 
cessity for a loan—that the Government will have | 
ample funds on hand to meet all its expenses. | 
But now, in his second proposition, he says there || 
will be no money in the Treasury with which to 
pay this loan, and he proposes to resort to direct | 
taxation to meet the deficit. [ should like to 
know how he will go to work to reconcile these || 
conflicting statements. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I reckon about as easily as 
the gentleman from Connecticut and the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Lercner] will reconcile 
their views in reference to these notes. One says 
they will be currency; the other, that they will | 
be a funded debt, ont ait pass into the currency. || 
T stated that there was no necessity of a loan if |! 


| laws of this 


sir, when you build it upon hard money, upon a 
metallic currency, you have built your house upon 
a rock, and it will stand the test of al} the storms 
that may beat upon it. Sir, I repeat that this 
system of putting in circulation mere promises to 
pay instead of the money itself, is always unsafe 
and unsatisfactory. This kind of a currency is 
always found wanting when we need the cash. 

But I go further. I cannot vote for this bill 
because I do not know what is to be done with 
the money. I do not know where it is to go, or 
for what it is to be paid out. Ido not know what 
you are going to do with it, Mr. Secretary Cobb. 
Are you going to pay your four regiments which 
you propose to raise as a matter of retrenchment? 
Are you going to pay for your ten war steamers 
which you propose to have built as a measure of 
economy? 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I will respond to 
the gentleman with a great deal of pleasure. We 
do not propose to pay any of this money except 
in pursuance of existing law, and in pursuance 
of appropriations made by Congress. If the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury wishes to appropriate any 
money in the way the gentleman mentions, he will 
first have to get Congress to legislate upon the 
subject. The Executive Departments of Gov- 
ernment are only called upon to pay your debts, 
and not theirs. They can only pay debts created 
by Congress. They Love no legislative power in 
this Government. Congress contracts the debts, 
and the Executive, in accordance with his oath 
of office, must execute the laws with fidelity. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, therefore, only asks 
you to give him money to pay your debts, and 
not to pay one dollar that you have not ordered 
him to pay. I say to the gentleman, therefore, 
that the President asks you to give him money to 

ay your debts with, not one dollar of which will 
be paid except in accordance with the existing 
overnment, 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Ido not wish to be under- 
stood as intimating that any appropriation will 
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be made contrary to law. [am not driving at 
that. 1donot speak of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as an individual; but in his ofhcial capacity. 
He asks this House to vote him the money, and 
he, and his friends in this House, vote to spend it 
as they please, and then they come back and 
taunt us with having voted for all these objects. 
Sir, 1 want to know what the money is voted 
for. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I thought I had 
sufficiently explained it. The reguisiuon is for 
the authority to use $20,000,000, if necessary, to 
pay the debts of this Government, in accordance 
with existing law. Nota dollar will be paid out 
by the Secretary, except in accordance with the 
appropriation bills of the last Congress. 

Mtr. LOVEJOY. Ido not suppose he will. I 
was asking, Mr. Chairman, why this money was 
needed, and whether it is to be employed in sus- 
taining those four regiments which are proposed 
in the President’s message, or, more properly, in 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury? Is 
there nota recommendation that ten war steamers 
be built; and that, too, at the same time that 
they are asking authority to issue $20,000,000 of 
Treasury notes. Now, I want to know if these 
$20,000,000 are going to sustain those four regi- 
ments? I should like to know whether it is ne- 
cessary to have these four regiments raised, in 
order to have captayis, ensigns, corporals, and 
sergeants enough to give them strength enough 
tocarry through the Lecompton constitution with- 
out submission to the people, and whether we are 
to pay them with this money? That is what 
I désire to know. I have no doubt they want 
money; but I should like to know how much of 
it is going to be used, as has been the case here- 
tofore, in sustaining usurpation in Kansas. How 
much is to be used to force, at the point of the 
bayonet, upon the people of Kansas a govern- 
ment for which every person in the United States 
knows they never voted and never will, and that, 
too, right in the face of the declaration that ‘‘ gov- 
ernment derives all its just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed.’’ Let my right arm wither 
first, and my tongue cleave to the roof of my 
mouth, before I wall vote a cent to uphold the in- 
famy which the past and present Administrations 
have attempted, and are now attempting, to impose 
upon an unwilling people. I have the right to 
inquire,and I want to know, whether that policy 
is still to be pursued; and whether the United 
States troops are to be employed to force upon a 
people institutions they do not want? I know 
tyrants always want money. Philip II. wanted 
money. It was the urgency of his reign to-want 
money. He wanted to send the troops of Spain, 
under the Duke of Alva, to the Netherlands, to 
enforce the inguisition upon the people of the 
Lower Countries. President Buchanan wants 
money, I believe, to force the Lecompton consti- 
tution upon the people of Kansas. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is the gentleman aware of 
the fact that the vote is being taken in Kansas 
upon the Lecompton constitution to-day, so that 


the President cannot want money for that pur- | 


08e. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I knew that the party in 


»ower can play such ‘ fantastic tricks’’ as make 


Jeaven blush, and that other place smile with | 


joy. [Laughter.) I say they want moneyalways; 
and that they are always borrowing; and I say | 
know no parallel to the course of this Adminis- 
tration; I know nothing so much like it as the 
reign of Philip II. 


object, Aoally. to this bill, because it is un- | 


constitutional, 
and to be unparliamentary, to say anything about 
conscience here. I do not know but it is unpar- 
liamentary to say anything about the Constitu- 
tion; but I haope not, because we have sworn to 
support the Constituuon. 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, or any 
other friend of this bill, to point me to that clause 
of the Constitution which authorizes the issue of 
Treasury notes. There is the power to borrow 
money upon the credit of the United States, it is 
true; but what is the use of whipping the Devil 
around the stump? Why not come out frankly 
like men, and say they want to borrow mone 
for the purposes of the Government, and not ous 
for authority to issue Treasury notes, 

The truth is, there is no constitutional power | 
te aseue Treasury notes. I know that it will be | 


~_ 


OW, it is said to be outof taste, | 


I want the chairman | 


_THE CONGR 


floating away, in a very ocean of precedents, with | 





brought up asa plea—the precedents; that we did 
it in 1837, in 1842, and in 1847; and now cannot 


| wedoitin 1857? In the language of Young, with 
| a slight variation, 


‘‘Qnce more the fatal precedent will peal.” 


We have done it three times, and why not do | 
it a fourth? 


Every repetition of an unconstitu 
tional act endangers the country by making a 
subsequent violation more easy, and soon you 
will find the good national ship unmoored, and 


the Constitution almost submerged, and hardly | 
And here, | 


from my place, and upon my responsibility as a | 


able to keep above the angry billows. 


member of this House, I want especially to warn 
those who live in the country—for 


** God made the country, and man made the town,”’ 
and I like man’s workmanship the best—I want 
to warn the mechanics and laborers, and the in- 
dustrial classes of the country, that this Admin- 
istration, which I said was but an elongation of 


| the preceding one, is endeavoring to convert this 


| Government, in the name of Democracy, toa des- 


| potism, and the ‘Treasury Department, under the || 


guise of Treasury notes, into one grand banking 
system. 


" The President has passed under the power of || 


| the old Whigs of the country, and now he is at- 


tempting to slide in their principles; he dare not | 


| do it all at once; he dare not start up the ghost 
| of the old prophet at once into full life; but he is 


| pointto the place where the Constitution says that | 


creeping on, and by-and-by the Democracy will | 


get used to it, and will swear that it was always 
Democracy, and that they were always for banks. 
Sir, I plant myselfon the Constitution and call the 
country back toit. You, gentlemen, opposite, are 
strict constructionists—are you not?) Will you 


| Congress shall have power to issue $20,000 ,000— 


| gerous power. 





more or less—of Treasury notes? You cannot 
find it. It is not there. It is an implied and dan- 
It would bring you back to the 
old depreciated Continental currency. Govern- 
mental currency that is not convertible always 


'depreciates. I therefore call upon the people and 


upon the House to come back to the Constitu- 
tion, to know no money that the Constitution does 
not know, and it knows none but gold and silver; 
God intended that for money, and so long as you 
attempt to thwart His arrangement, you will ex- 
yerience the inevitable retribution that sooner or 
fater must follow. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, a very ex- 


| tensive field of debate is legitimately thrown open 
| by the proposition now under consideration. The 


character of the expenditures of the general Gov- 
ernment, the tariff, the currency, propositions for 
reform—are all intimately interwoven with this 
proposition to replenish an empty Treasury. I 


think my friend from Virginia |Mr. Lercuer] is | 
not very just in the face of the facts, and remem- | 


bering, as he must remember, the circumstances 
under which the appropriation bills of last year 
were acted on, in charging the responsibility of 
extravagant expenditures upon this side of the 
House. 

Now, sir, I am not the accredited organ upon 
this floor, of the Republican party; and if the sen- 


timents which I have heard avowed here by lead- | 


ing members of that party, in favor of an exclu- 


| sively metallic currency, are to be regarded as a 


am of its platform, I never shall be its organ, 
vere or elsewhere, until I shall have changed the 
well-settled convictions of my own judgment. 
What are the facts in regard to the appropria- 
tions made last year? I chance to know some- 
thing in regard to them;and having reported most 


of them, voted for them, fought for them, and de- | 


fended them on this floor, I feel that the responsi- 
bility of meeting the charge of the gentleman from 
Virginia, devolves upon me. The gentleman at- 
tempts to screen the last Administration from the 
responsibility of the publicexpenditures. I charge 
upon them all the responsibility of the large ap- 

ropriations which were made. My friend from 

irginia knows full well that there never was a 
single ite m of appropriation passed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, which was not pre- 
dicated upon estimates recommended by the 
Executive Departments, and that many of their 
demands were rejected. Ifhe knows of a solitary 
item that was put into either of the appropriation 
bills which were passed by that committee and 
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ber 2), 
this House and went into the law, that wae... 
|| recommended by the Executive, I cal] upon hi, 
|| to point it out. [A pause.) Then if he does _ 
|| I must take judgment against him by default, | 
|, demand that he either take back the chara, 
point out to us the item in either of the bilj, 
was not predicated upon Executive recoin 
ion. 

Mr. Chairman, I remember well how the a, 
apprnene bills were passed in the closing hoon 
of the last Congress. At two 0’clock in the cg 
|| ing of the 4th of March last, there came bac 


88 not 


or 
ls that 
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7 ; -_.. k fron 
the Senate the bill of appropriations for certain 


| civil expenses, commonly called the * ompiiys 
bill,’’ with eighty-five manuscript amendments 
| amounting to millions of dollars. It was then io, 
| late in the session to have them printed, or even 
to have them read in the House, and the who), 
matter went speedily to a committee of confor. 
ence, of which I had the honor of being chairmay 
on the part of this House. That committee was 
in session during the balance of the night. I 
struggled in that committee for a reduction of th 
| expenditures, and yielded only to some of the 
|| larger amounts—for instance, the appropriation 
of $1,000,000 for the water-works of this city." 
|| because every other legitimate mode which) ja 
been resorted to by the House to take the surp|ys 
of $22,000,000 out of the Treasury, which Mr. 
Guthrie had informed us was not needed there, 
had failed in the Senate. Believing that the ap. 
propriation was proper in itself, and knowing 
that the Treasury was overflowing, and that tie 
wants of commerce demanded that the yaulis 
| should be unlocked, and that the coin should 20 
| out into circulation, I supported the bill, as agreed 
on in conference, and the House carried it wit) 
extraordinary unanimity. How was that—the 
most objectionable of all the appropriation bil|s— 
|| carried? It was carried by the almost unanimous 
|| voice of the House. I think my colleague, {Mr, 
| Stanton,] or the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Jones,] demanded the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the report of the committee of confer- 
ence; and had that demand been sustained, the 
bill would have been defeated, for there would 
not have been time for it to become a law before 
the hour fixed by the Constitution for adjour- 
ment. But not more than seven members rose on 
|| that morning to sustain the demand for the yeas 
/and nays; and I think the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was not one of the seven. I hold, therefore, 
| that he and his party sustained that bill. 

| Mr. Chairman, I did not rise for the purpose 
of inquiring into the details of the reasons that 
| have forced the Executive to call on Congress for 
/a loan, or for the power to issue Treasury notes. 
| When the house is on fire, the true way is toex- 
| tinguish the blaze and afterwards inquire into the 
_ cause of it. We know, sir, that there is a press- 
ing necessity; and the only question is as to the 
character of the means that should be furnished 
the Administration in the present state of affairs, 
to afford relief. I shall not follow gentlemen 
through this discussion as to the relative merils 
of a loan, and of the issuance of Treasury notes, 
|| not stopping to inquire whether the distinctions 
they draw are without a difference. I intend to 
sustain a measure with such modifications and 
guards as may be thrown around it, whether it 
be in the form of a loan or in the form of Treas- 
ury notes, on the principle that it is our solema 
| duty to sustain our national credit. 

| J3ut, sir, while we are creating in the form of 
| notes or bonds, a debt of $20,000,000, it strikes 
meas the part of wisdom, to provide the means 
by which we are to make payment when they be- 
| conie due. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Lovesoy] has suggested an amendment, providing 
|| that the amount should be raised by direct (ax- 
ation on the people. That gentleman, it seems \ 
me, is appropriating the thunder of my friend 
from South Carolina, [Mr.Boxce,]} and my friend 
| from Mississippi, [Mr. Quirman.} At the last 
5 of Congress, while the tariff laws were 














being considered, my friend from South Caro- 
lina announced his design to propose a bill 1 
sell all the custom-houses belonging to the Gel- 
eral Government, and dismiss the thousands and 
tens of thousands of employés of the Gover! 
ment connected with them, by way of reducing 
the expenditures, and of resorting to free trade 
and direct taxation. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi intimated a purpose of a similar characte. 
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{ thin k both of them gave me a promise that they | 
= would introduce such a proposition; and I have 
'’ heen waiting patient ever since that time, and | 
. am waiting still, for the action of those gentlemen | 
- to ascertain when it is that 7 intend to force | 
nda their party up to the responsibi 1 

, Mr. QUITMAN. I will briefly answer the | 
question by saying, that I will be ready to aid the 
fiends of direct taxation in presenting the subject 


other side of the House shall cease to occupy the 
whole time of Congress in discussing southern 
afairs. 1am ready at all times to aid in bringing 
hack the country to a system of direct taxation, 
as the best, if not only means of promoting that 
economy Which will save us from the corrupting 
infuence of a Treasury sometimes bursting with 
nlethora, and at other times entirely exhausted. 
‘Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to say to the gen- 
wes tleman from Mississippi, that he knows I ten- | 

I dered him all the facilites in my power to bring 
about a test on that subject before the House, 
during the last Congress; yet his project has 
pever been reported. ; 
. Mr. BOYCE. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 
had distinguished gentleman from Ohio, I would say 
| that the subject to which he refers is one very near 
Mr to my heart; that we have it under consideration, 
and intend to press it at a proper time; and we 
o., hope to continue to press it, and trust that the 
ring day will come when we will have the great bless- 
ing of free trade in this country; the great priv- 
ults ilege of selling where you can sell dearesi, and 
| 20 of buying where you can buy cheapest; in order 
ced to accomplish which, we must have no duties on 
vith imports, and must have direct taxation exclu- 
the sively. 
is Mr.CAMPBELL. The gentlemen both prom- 
ous ) ise well, and I hope will soon perform, in order | 
Mr. that we may sift parties, and secure either stable 
mee | protection or free trade and direct taxation upon 
the the people in proportion to their representation in | 
for. the Federal Congress. 
the ' — In reference to this question of raising the 
wuld means to defray the expenses of the Government, 
fore © loccupy the position occupied by the fathers of 
inns » old, and which, I believe, the present Chief Ex- | 
‘on ecutive has not yet repudiated, of raising the ne- | 
eas ) cessary means of defraying the economical ex- | 
Vir | penditures of the Government by discriminating | 
ore, > duties on imports, discriminating for protection 
to our own industry; but, if this system cannot 
revail, that of the gentlemen from South Caro- 
_ and Mississippi will be my next choice. 

Mr. Chairman, with a view of progressing to- 


ose 
that 
for 
tes, 


eka 
ite 


following amendment to the amendment of the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banks:] 

ind provided further, That from and after the Ist day of 
July next, a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem shall be 


the 
PSS. 
the 


hed 


S 
Ds ice Sk en 


Irs, sy goods, Wares, and merchandise, imported from abroad into 
nen > the United States, to wit: Carpets, carpeting, hearth rugs, 
an : bedsides, and other portions of carpeting, being either Au- 

7 Ps busson, Brussels, ingrain, Saxony, Turkey, Venetian, Wil- 
es, ton, or any other similar fabric ; cutlery of all kinds; de- 
ons ? luines; iron ia bars, blooms, bolts, loops, pigs, rods, slabs, 
to or other form, not otherwise provided for; castings of iron, | 
aad ») old or scrap iron, and vessels of cast iron : manufactures of | 

cotton, linen, silk, wool, or worsted, if embroidered or tam- | 
rit Hi boured in the loom or otherwise, by machinery or with the | 
a8- ‘ needle or other process; manufactures, articles, vessels, 
mo and wares not otherwise provided for, of brass, copper, 

; gold, iron, lead, pewter, platina, silver, tin, or other metal, 

f >) ©r ot which either of those metals, or any other metal, shall 
0 f be a component material of chief value ; manufactures of 

4 Wool, or of which wool shall be the component material, not 


kes F 

ans — = Stherwise provided for: and that a duty of twenty-four per 

oe centum ad valorem shall be imposed in lieu of those now 
cg imposed upon the following goods, wares, and merchandise 

Mr. qaborted into the United States, to wit: baizes, bockings, 


ing annels, and fluor cloths, of whatever material composed, 
ax- ort otherwise provided for; manufactures composed wholly 
+ ol cotton, not otherwise provided for; manutactures of silk, | 
F or of which silk shall be a component material, not other- 
en — provided for; manufactures of worsted, or of which 
ond : pany shall be a component material, not otherwise pro- 
last sued tor. ' 
~~ My purpose in offering this amendment for the 
ne coneideration of the House, is to provide, first, 
a. ~ raising the revenue necessary for meeting the 
pn panary notes or bond which may be issued, 
ol an cmners to provide the necessary protection 
ot ta le industrial interests of the country. It will 
ing a remembered that during the last session of 
de . se this House passed a bill extending the 
oe ree list alone, and leaving all the other articles of 
ter. 





- manufacturer to enjoy the protection afforded 
them by the Democratic tariff of 1846. 





| 
] 


ity of that issue. | 


<» soon as that gentleman and his friends on the || 


|, and acknowledging that it contained the princi- 


| passed the House, and this amendment restores 


1 Mr. Chairman, I regard it as of the utmost con- 


ward the point I desire to reach, I propose the | 


imposed, in lieu of those now imposed, upon the following | 
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The Senate, with a view of still farther reducing 
the revenue, amended the bill by scaling down the 
schedules twenty per cent. This amendment 
| proposes to bring the articles named back to the 
| position which they occupied in the bill, as it | 
originally passed the House, during the last ses- | 
sion. 

The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Lercner, 
| it seems to me, has been blowing hot and col 
upon this subject of the tariff. In one breath he 
denounces the principle of protection, and in an- 
other he advocates it. He 1s in favor of both free 
trade and protection. At the last session he sup- 
ported the tariff bill which was passed, knowing | 





| ple of protection, and that it discriminated for | 
| that purpose; and he has but one step more to take | 
In the same direction in supporting this amend- | 
ment, which, in my judgment, will be necessary | 
to meet the demands upon the Treasury, which 
he now proposes to make when these notes shall | 
become due. If he takes that step he willbe sus- | 
tained by his party and by the President of the | 
| United States. One of the most material parts of 
| the amendment is that which gives protection to 
the iron interests of Pennsylvania. I have no 
doubt that the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
| tee of Ways and Means [Mr. J. Grancy Jones] 
, and his Democratic colleagues from Pennsylvania 
| will all give this amendment their support. I think 
| he was in favor of the bill of the last session as it 


the iron and coal interest to the position which it 
then occupied. 


| sequence that this loan should be furnished, and 
| the Government relieved from its embarrassment 
and threatened bankruptcy. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Lovesoy] asks what is to be done 
with the money, and desires to know whether it is 


The President has recommended to the serious 
attention of Congress one of the greatest works 
which is to characterize the presentage. He has 
proposes the construction of a railroad to the 

acific ocean. Of course the means must be pro- 
vided to take the preliminary steps for that under- 
taking. He has made this proposition, and in 
good faith the gentleman from Virginia will cer- 
tainly second his efforts in that behalf. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia has been proclaiming that 
we, on this side of the House, were rapidly going 
over to the Democratic platform. I claim, upon 
the other hand, that the gentleman’s President, 
and the gentleman himself, have come upon our 
platform, and are transferring the whole Demo- 
cratic party toit. The gentleman does not assert 
that the President favors free trade. No! no! he 


| 
| to be used to construct war steamers. I think not. | 
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line to survey the track for that great work across 
the Rocky Mountains and over the plains to the 
Pacific. He found no difficulty in the constitu- 
tional power to do that; and if he found power to 
make an appropriation torun lines and mark them 
by monuments, he will readily find in the same 
clause the power which his President claims to ap- 
propriate the means of prosecuting and completing 
the work he so bravely commenced. I welcome 
the gentleman and his President to the fold of 


the advocates of protection and internal improve- . 


ments. 

In regard to a national currency, the President 
and the gentleman from Virginia are following in 
the footsteps of the illustrious hero of the Her- 
mitage, who said in one of his messages: 


* That a Bank of the United States, competent to all the 
duties which may be required by the Government, might 
be so organized as not toinfrimge on our delegated powers 
or the reserved rights of the States, I do not entertain a 
doubt. Had the Executive been called upon to furnish the 


project of such an institution, the duty would have been 
cheerfuliy performed.” 


So said Jackson; and in so saying, he but fol- 
lowed in ‘* the footsteps of his illustrious predeces- 
sors’’—of Washington, who signed the first bill; 
of Madison, who approved the second. Buchanan, 
on former occasions, advocated the measure, and 
Mr. Dallas, his Minister to England, prepared 
the United States Bank bill of 1832, which was 
voted for by every Democratic member in this 

| House from the State of Pennsylvania. And 
now, although Mr. Buchanan has not recom- 
mended a national bank, or an exchequer, or fis- 
cal agent, or what not, for— 
*« What’s in a name? that which we call a rose, 
By any other name would smell as sweet—”’ 
he has, nevertheless, taken'a step in the direction 
which gives assurance that he is not unfavorable 
to the creation of a paper currency of uniform 
|| value throughout the country. Upon this point, 
as upon the others, he may return to his first 
principles. 
While I protest that I do not indorse the prin- 
ciple of issuing these promises to pay by the Gov- 
ernment for currency purposes, [ am willing to 
furnish means to sustain the public faith. 1 shall 
vote for the bill if properly guarded, hoping and 
believing, that it may be followed by some per- 
| manent measure which will provide a paper cir- 

culating medium, which will at all times command 
| gold or silver on presentation, whether in Cali- 
| fornia or Massachusetts, in Michigan or in Lon- 
_don. I shall vote for the bill, cherishing the hope 

that Buchanan will perhaps come back to his first 
| love in regard to a national currency. The gen- 
| tleman from Virginia will no doubt walk in his 
| footsteps, and follow his lights in all these things, 
and then he and I, and all of us, will be found, I 








is a protectionist. His votes in both branches of 
Congress show that he is a protectionist. 

Mr. Buchanan voted for the tariff of 1828; 
which was the highest protective tariff known 
in the history of the Government, and he has 
never repudiated the principle. In 18321 first com- 
menced my career in political life, under the ban- 
ner of the gallant Harry of the West, upon which 
was inscribed the great American systems of 
** protection to American industry,”’ ** internal 
improvements of a national character by the na- 
tional Government,’’ and a sound national cur- 
rency, at all times convertible into gold and silver 
atevery point inthe nation. I followed that banner 
ardently through the gallant struggles during the 
lifetime of that great man and his compatriots; 
and in thishour of commercial distress, | venture 
again to unfurl it to the breeze. The President 
of the United States has boldly avowed himself 
its advocate, in defiance of all the platforms which 
politicians have erected for him tostandupon. I 
am quite rejoiced to learn that my friend from 

Virginia has indorsed his position on these grave 
questions. ‘Those abstractions which formerly 
|| crossed his mind have disappeared as the mists 
before the wind. He now sees the true path and 
| I trust will pursue it with his well known energy. 
| He indorses the message, and of course stands up 
| and advocates boldly that great measure which is 
| to unite the people of the Atlantic States with the 
| people of the far off Pacific coast. Indeed, the 
i Gr rn is a little ahead of the President of the 
|| United States; for a year ortwo ago, I remember 
|| well, the gentleman was on the committee of con- 
|| ference, and reported and voted in favor of the ap- 
| propriation of a large sum of money to run the 














trust, united upon the great measure advocated 
by the distinguished statesmen of 1816 and of 
1832. It will be a joyous time then, sir, when 
we are all thus united, a political millennium, when 
| that gentleman and I and all of us of contending 
| parties, including what is left of the American 
| party—for there is a considerable sprinkling of 
| that party here yet—shall all be a unit, standing 
ona common platform. 

Mr. LETCHER. I should suppose from 
| what I heard on the other side this morning, that 
my friend from Ohio was in a small minority, 
pine roe. as to a Bank of the United States; for 

was interrupted by a sort of simultaneous rising 
up upon that side of the House in opposition to 
a United States Bank; and what I supposed was 
| dead and gone, my friend from Ohio 1s trying to 
resurrect and get upon its legs again. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am giving Mr. Buch- 
anan the credit of resuscitation. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems to me a strange 
way to support aman, by marching under the flag 
of his opponent. While his language is for him, 
his hand is against him. 

My friend called upon me to know whether I 
was in favorof a Pacific railroad. Ido not mean 
to discuss that now. Perhaps! shall have an op- 
| portunity to do so hereafter. But [ tell him now 
| that Iam opposed to it. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. Then your hands are 
| against the President, and lam defending him 

against your assaults ! ; ; : 
| “Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, lam going against 
'that measure. My friend from Ohio calls upon 
| me to say in what solitary instance an item of 
|| appropriation was passed by the last Congress 
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it the a action of the Ways and Me ans Committee in | CLOSE orp DEBATE ON TREASURY NOTE: BILL. 
the last Congress, that there was harmony in that || 


w hich was not recommended by the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Or by the Departments. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have sent after the docu- | 
ments,and while they are coming, I willgive him, || 
to begin with, the appropriation of $10,000 to be- 
gin the Kansas investigation, and the incidental 
expenses growing out of it. Neither the Presi- | 
dent nor any member of his Cabinet recom- 
mended anything of that sort. 

Another fact the gentleman will recollect: When 
the President sent in his veto upon the river and 
harbor bill,there was no gentleman in the House 
more absolute ly shocked at the enormity of such 
an outrage upon the part of the President in seek- 
ing toc ontrol the le gislation of the country, than 
the gentleman himself. In fact, | never saw the 
gentleman, usually so cool, so much excited. He 

said there was a re ,volution going on, and when 


] suggested that it was ‘bloodless as yet,’’I , 


thought he was about to make it a personal matter 
with | me. 

Again, there was the bill appropriating $300,000 
for a ship canal at the Southwest Pass. When 
the veto came in it was overruled by this House, 
and | am inclined to think that my friend, then 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
voted for overruling it, too. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am against vetoes, and 
on the occasion referred to a Democratic Senate 
and House was with me. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
priation for deepening the St. Clair flats in the 
State of Michigan, which the President vetoed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes; and about the same 
time he approved another bill of a similar char- 
acter for the improvement of a creek down South, 
called the ‘‘ Cape Fear.’’ 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman cannot 
change the issue with me now. He asked me 
to porot to an appropriation of last Congre 288 
which was not recommended by the Administra- 
tion, and said that I, as a member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, could not meet the 
issue successfully. Now, whe *n I meet the issue, 
what follows? The ge ntlemah turns round and 
says the President did sign some things. Did 
not the gentleman vote for those river and harbor 
bills? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
lieve. 

Mr. LETCHER. The amount of those bills 
thus vetoed, as handed to me by my friend from 
Mississippi, is $785,000. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My friend is mistaken in 
saying that the river and harbor improvement 
was not recommended of the Department. 

Mr. LETCHER. Who recommended it? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Secretary of War, I 
believe, sent in the estimates 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to see the 
recommendation. 
neither of the improveme nts was recommended 
by the Cabinet. There may have been inquiries 
addressed to the Department by individual mem- 
bers as to the cost Of particular improvements, 
and the Department may have furnished the esti- 
mates upon application. But as to recommenda- 
tions, give us the recommendations, and let us 
see where they ask the Congress of the United 
States to pass such a bill, and apply the money 
of the Government in that way. 

I might go on and instance other acts passed 
over the President’s ve to, and each of those bills, 
though bearing the certificates of the Sec retary of || 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House, to give 
them ne force, is destitute of that significant 
word * »proved. # 

Mr. C MPBELL. I say to the gentleman 
again, that every single appropriation that was 
re sported by the Committee of Vays and Means 
was predicated upon the recommendation of the | 
Executive Departments. With regard to the in- 
ternal improvement bills, I am not so thoroughly 
hosted, for the gentleman knows full well that we 
pad enough i in Our Own committee room to kee 
us busy; but Ido know what I witnessed wit 
my own eyes. I know that these river and har- 
bor bills were voted for by the gentleman’s own 
party, in this House. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
were voted for by gentlemen on this side of the 
House. I do not pretend to gainsay that. 
1 take pleasure in saying here now, in regard to 


Nearly all of them, I be- 


Then there was an appro- 


According to my recollection, | 


Some of them, to be sure, | 


And | 


| 








| 
| 





| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


committee, and that when our bills were reported | 
to the House, they conformed to the estimates; | 
but they were ‘shingled over afterwards by amend- | 
ments put on here, by one and by another, that | 
we could not control. Some were “ on here, | 
but a vast majorit on" put on in the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBE Will the gentleman tell | 
me which part hed: the power there? 

Mr. LETCUER. Yes, sir; the Democrats 
had the power there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ithad a majority of Dem- 
ocrats of two to one, and carried the bills by a 
two-thirds vote, over the vetoes. There is an- 
other fact in connection with those internal im- 
provement bills, which my friend from Virginia 


| 1s well advised of, and that is, that every single 


one of them, I think, without exception, origin- 
ated in the Senate, where his party had a large 
majority. And with what kind o consistency, 
I ask, can the gentleman now rise upon this floor, 
and charge that we, on this side, are exclusively 
re sponsible for the character of the a propriations | 
made last Congress? True, Mr. pe NS we | 
were disposed to be liberal to the Administration. | 

I speak for myself. Occupying the oes 
position of head of the Ways and Means Com- | 
mittee, | was resolved to make liberal appropria- 
tions to the Administration. They were carried 
through this House, and I have no regrets on 
the subject. And, notwithstanding these river 
and harbor bills were vetoed, much to the satis- 
faction of the gentleman, I suppose, I feel quite | 
inclined to congratulate the country that a new | 
era is about to dawn upon us in regard to that | 
great question. The President has taken his | 
stand in recommending this great work of im- | 
provement for the Pacific coast, and I doubt not, | 
that if other works of a national character shall be | 
provided for by Congress—such as the improve- 
ment of our sea-board and lake harbors, and the 
great natural thoroughfares of the country,—and 
the empty Treasury i is replenished, it will be the 
pleasure of the President to approve them. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not rise for the purpose of 
making a systematic or an elaborate speech upon 
this great question of finance. Itis a subject, sir, 
which has puzzled the brightest intellects and the 
greatest statesmen of our country, and the idea 
that any one of us could grasp it and discuss it in 
all its Dearne. in a single hour, seems to me pre- 
posterous merely rose w ith a view of indicat- 





| 





| 
ing what were my general sentiments in regard to || ® 
all the points involved, and to express the ho 
that, in view of the condition of the Treasury, the 
amendment which I intend to propose, calculated 
to replenish it and to strengthen the arms of Amer- 
ican industry, may, at the | proper time, be adopted 
by the House. And I invoke the aid—the espe- 
cial aid—of the honorable chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, and of the delegation from 
that great and noble State from which the Presi- 
dent hails, which has always delighted to honor 
him, whose immediate constituency have a deep 
and lasting interest in this question of protection 
to labor. 

Mr. GROW. I do not propose to trespass long 
upon the patience of this committee. The hour 
is lrte; but, if it is the wish of the committee, I 
will go on now; if not, I will yield for a motion 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. READY. With the permission of the 
gentleman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having | 
resumed the chair, the Chairman {Mr. Puexps] | 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union had had the Union generally y | 
under consideration, and particularly House bill 
(No. 4) to authorize the issue of Treasury notes, | 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. There is a Senate | 
bill upon the Speaker’s table to authorize tne issue | 
of Treasury notes. IL ask that it may be taken | 
up and referred to the Committee of The Whole | 
on the state of the Union. 

There being no objection, Senate bill (No. 13) | 
to authorize the issue of Treasury notes, 1)| 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and | 
second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to | 
be printed. 
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Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Lam very anxio, 
that we should have speedy action on the bj| , ow : 
poueens in the Committee of the Whole, and yet 

ave no desire to stifle debate. I will now ren, 
the motion which I made this morning, to close dn 
bate in one hour after the consideration of the bil] 
shall be again resumed in committee. 

Mr. BOYCE. I move to amend the motion 80 
as to extend the time to two hours. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Laccept the amenq. 
ment; and demand the previous question. 

The revious question was seconded. 

. GLANCY JONES. I will ask the 
2. consent of the House, in order to Save 
time. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to any debate. Ty, 
gentleman himself demanded the previous ques. 
tion and it has been seconded. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. L ask the conge nt 
of the House to modify my motion so as to make 
the limit to debate apply to the Senate bill. I pro. 
pose when we go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to-morrow, to move to 
take up the Senate bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to any debate, Th. 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
himself moved the previous question. 

The main question was then ordered; and under 
its operation, the motion to close debate was 

reed to. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the motion was agreed to, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


LANDS TO ARKANSAS. 

Mr. WARREN, by unanimous consent, pre 
vious notice having been given, introduced a bil] 
granting lands in alternate sections to the State of 
Arkansas, to aid in the construction of the Mis. 
sissippi, Ouachita, and Red river railroad; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
to the introduction of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair inquired whether 
there was any objection. The objection of the 
| gentleman aid not reach the ear of the Chair. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. The Speaker 
_, if there was any objection, and I said | ob- 

ecte 
: The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
a aac and he would have seen the gentleman 
e had risen to object. 
_Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
rise. 

TheSPEAKER. The rule and practice is that 
when a member objects, he mustrise in his place, 
so that there can be no misunderstanding about it. 


THE DELEGATE FROM UTAH. 

Mr. wrens: l ask leave to introduce 4 
resolution, the object of which is apparent on its 
face, and to which | think there will be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. STANTON. I suppose that at least half 
the members of the House have propositions 
which they wish to offer by unanimous conse, 
and they cannot be accommodated except by ad- 
herence totherule. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. WARREN. I am satisfied that if m y 
friends across the way will hear the resolution 
read, they will make no objection to its introduc 
tion. It is a resolution that ought to have got 0 
at the commencement of the Congress. 

The resolution was read for information, 4 
follows: 

Whereas, it appears from the proclamation of Brigham 
Young, late Governor of the Territory of Utah, as also {rm 
the message of the President of the United States, that said 
Territory is in open rebellion against the Government of 
the United States: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Cormittee on Territories be ' 
structed to report on the facts, and to inquire into the pr 
priety of excluding from a seat upon this floor the Delegate 
from said Territory. 


Mr. BANKS objected. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. A resolution bes 
been sent in here from the Senate, on the subject 
of an adjournment. I move that ‘that resolution 
be taken up and considered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. _I object. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
sion of the rules, 


I objected 


I did not 


I move a suspen 
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fhe joint resolution was reported, as follows: | 
»-solved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
o> Uniled States of America in Congress assembled, That | 
» the two Houses adjourn on the 23d instant, they ad- 


7 ion of that State into two judicial districts; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

; Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 
ea sre gi ata rece glee \| Sarah Bronson, only child and heir of John Rron- 
Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the House do | son, deceased, praying for compensation for prop- 


pow adjourn, erty destroyed during the last war with Great 
The motion was not agreed to. || Britain; which, with the papers on file relative to 
Mr. STANTON. I call for the yeas and nays | the case, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
on the motion to suspend the rules. | tary Affairs. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. He also presented the petition of Alexander 
Mr. oes = A. aoe 1 withdraw the mo- Miller, one of the heirs of Alexander Miller, de- 
tion to suspend the rules. | ceased, praying for remuneration for property 
t T . ° . -“B9 A. > ss P { : 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I renew it. destroyed during the last war with Great Britain; 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As that resolu- |) which was referred to the Committee on Military 
ion conflicts with the compensation law, I ask || Affairs. 


the yeas a I want to see who it is that Mr. GWIN presented the petition of A. W. 
will vote for It. : s || McPherson, praying to be paid for fitting up and 
Phe SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. || furnishing soiaw for the United States Sicheian 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. KELSEY. [ move that the House do now | 
adjourn. 
‘The motion was not agreed to. | 
The question was taken on the motion to sus- 


court, at San Francisco; which was referred to 
| the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of 
| James Page, and others, citizens of Philadelphia, 
aryle || praying that the post office in that city may be 
poud the rules, for the purpose of considering the || at Ae on the site of the present custom-house, 
jointresolution of the Senate, and resulted—yeas |) and the custom-house transferred to the site se- 
§3, nays 89; as follows: | lected for the post office; which was referred to 
YEAS—Messrs. Abl, Anderson, Andrews, Banks, Ben- || t},e Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


nett, Bingham, Bishop, Biair, Boyce, Bryan, Buflinton, i} . OPREN ce ee Bias cS . a 
Campbell. Caskie, Chaffee, Chapman, Ezra Clark, Claw- || Mr. GREEN presented « memorial of the Le 


| 
| 
' 
| . . 
son. Clingman, Clark B.Cochrane, John Cochrane, Comins, || gislature of Missouri, praying that the land on 
Cragin, Burton Craige, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Mas- || Wolf Island, in the Mississippi river, may be sold 

| 

| 

| 

' 


sachusetts, Dawes, Dean, Dewart, Dimmick, Dedd, Dur- | > United S s.to settle the questi : 3- 
fee, Edmundson, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Gillis, Gil- || PY m7 a hye orale ikanee = 
wan, Gilmer, Groesbeck, Lawrence W. Hail, J. Morrison || PUte between that state and the State of Kentucky, 
larris, Haskin, Hatch, Hawkins, Hill, Hoard, Hopkins, |; aS to the jurisdiction of that island; which was 
Horton, Huyler, Keitt, Kelly, John C. Kunkel, Lamar, || ordered to lie on the table, and be printed, 

Landy, Leiter, MeKibbin, McQueen, Humphrey Marshall, || yr, JOHNSON, of Ti nnessee, presented the 
Maynard, Miles, Montgomery, Moore, Morgan, Edward | : Pe Mentay 5 Walke 
Joy Morris, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Palmer, Parker, Pendle- || memorial of 9. Wlunday, J. Anox alKer, 


ton, Phillips, Quitman, Reilly, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, || and others, members of the Tennessee Legisla- 
Royce, Russell, Scott, Searing, Seward, Singleton, William || ture, praying for protection to the overland mail 
Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, William Stewart, Tappan, || route through Arizonia; which was referred to the 
Miles ‘Taylor, Thayer, Thompson, Underwood, Waldron, . ‘ Pr ae Pc = , 
Ward, Elihu’ B. Washburne, Whitely, Wilson, Winslow, |; Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. HOUSTON presented a resolution of the 


| 
| 
| 
Wortendyke, and Augustus R. Wright—98. on 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Atkins, Avery, Barks- || Legislature of ‘Texas, in favor of the raising and 
| equipment of a regiment of Texas mounted vol- 
| 
| 


Burroughs, Case, John B. Clark, Clay, Clemens, Cobb, 
Cockerill, James Craig, Crawford, Curtis, Damrel!, David- 
sou, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Mississippi, Dowdell, Elliott, 
English, Fenton, Foley, Foster,Gartrell, Goodwin, Granger, 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
Greenwood, Gregg, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Thoinas | : Sn eae eo . 
L. Harris, Houston, Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, | Mr. DOUGLAS presented the memorial of 


Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, | James M. Wright, and other citizens of Illinois, 
Kellogg, Kelsey, Knapp, Jacob M. Kunkel, Leach, Letcher, |; praying that protection may be extended to the 
Lovejoy, Miller, Millson, Morrill, Niblack, Nichols, Pettit, |) overland mail route to California through Arizo- 


Pevton, Pheips, Pike, Potter, Purviance, Ready, Reagan, |! —- rn wor me ee “ 
Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Aaron Shaw, Jolin Sher- || "!@ Territory; which was referred to the Com- 


man, Judson W. Sherman, Robert Smith, Stanton, Ste- |, mittee on Territories, 
pens, James A. Stewart, Talbot, ‘Tompkins, Wade, Wal- || He also presented the memorial of J. Grimes, 
Sallenean? Warren, Watkins, John V. Wright, and | C. A. Wright, and other citizens of Illinois, pray- 
So, two Saath eek’ Ween tes Caves ented: the || that protection may be extended to the over- 
, : 5 ’ | land mail route to California through the Terri- 


rules were not suspended, steel alk Maieteiales wihinks uonnedl z 
; : y of Arizonia; which was referred to the Com 
aean eT I move that the House do now || »iitee on Territories. os 
I'he motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at Mr. POLK presented the petition of Horace 
threeo’clock and f es h I E. Dimick, praying that an appropriation may be 
neo clock and forty minutes, p. m.) the Eiouse |! made to test his improvement of the rifled cannon, 


adjourne i = Xe ; ; x 
adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. || for throwing both solid shot and shells; which 


Ae Tae || was referred to the Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

IN SENATE. Mr. FOSTER. I present the petition of George 

Turspay, December 22, 1857. || A. Breast, lately employed in the service of the 

ne q || Government at the navy-yard in this city. The 

Frayer by Rev. Srernen P. Hix. || petitioner states that in the month of September, 
Phe Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


dale, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Branch, Brayton, Burns, | 
unteers, for the protection of the western frontier 


lof that State; which was referred to the Com- 


1856, while employed in launching the steamer 
LAWS OF KANSAS. 


Water Witch from the marine railway, he was 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- || Struck by the capstan bars as the vessel took a 

ate copies of the laws of the Territory of Kansas || Sudden start into the water, and both his legs 

reais at the second session of the General Legis- || Were badly broken, in consequence of which he 

lative Assembly, begun and held at the city of || WaS confined to his bed for nearly a year, and is 
, | 


| 

| 
Lecompton, on the second Monday of January, | now crippled for life. ‘The officers of the yard, 
1557; which, on motion by Mr. Cottamer, were || Who have written some letters on the subject and 


referred to the Committee on Territories. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the petition 
of William B. Davis, praying that the Commis- 





| given some certificates, bear testimony to the very 
| excellent character of the man. 
family. 
|| the service of the Government, wit 
| on his part. 


He has been madea — for life in 
iout any fault 
It seems to me a case which is en- 


‘o make a statement showing the Territories ac- 
quired since the Revolution, and the number of 
Square miles in each, for publication; which was 
relerred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
a - cise gzepenion a resolution of the Academy 
Natural Sciences, at Philadelphia, in favor of : : 
the publication of the report of he eological sur- | On ae of Mr. PEARCE, it was i 
vey of t itori : Ordered, That the petition of Susanna T. Lea, widow an 
we on een of Oregon an Washington, || executrix of James Magiennen, on the files of the Senate, 
i y Vr. John Evans; which was referred to || be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. CHANDLER ee ea oF On motion of Mr. JONES, it was 


} : we : 1 Of || Ordered, That the memoria! of William Money, on the 
aa Legislature of Michigan, in favorof the divis- || files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


will receive it. I move the reference of the peti- 


mittee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


; 
| 
! 
| 
} 
‘ ° i . . . 
sioner of the General Land Office may be required | titled to favorable consideration, and I hope it | 





_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


He has a large | 


tion, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- | 
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On motion of Mr. GWIN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Joseph Hill and sons, and 
the petition of W. M. Ryer, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. THOMSON, of New Jer- 
scy, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Mary C. Hamilton, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. THOMSON, of New Jer- 
sey, lt was 

Ordered, That the petition of J. Willcox Jenkins, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of George N. Weston, Com- 
missioner of the State of Maine appointed to present the 
claims of that State against the United States under the 
fourth article of the treaty of Washington, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. DURKEE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of William Blake, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Johnson K. Rogers, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Edward D. Reynolds, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Comaniittee on 
Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, it was 

Ordered, That Huldah Butler have leave to withdraw 
her petition and papers. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, gave notice of 
his intention to ask leave to introduce a bill to 
confine all future sales of the public lands to actual 
settlers, and in limited quantities, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
23) for the relief of Robert Dickson, of the Ken- 
tucky volunteers; which was read twice by its 


| title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring ina bill (S. No. 24) 
to secure to actual settlers the alternate sections 
of the public lands reserved in the grants to States 


| for railroads; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 
26) to provide for the examination and payment 
of certain claims of citizens of Georgia and Ala- 
bama, on account of losses sustained by depreda- 


| tions of the Creek Indians; which was read twice 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 


dian Affairs. 
Mr. CLAY, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 


| No. 27) to detach Selma, in the State of Alabama, 
| from the collection district of New Orleans, and 


make it a port of delivery within the collection 

district of Mobile; which was read twice by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, asked, and by 


| unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce 


a bill (S. No. 25) to grant to every person who is 

the head of a family and a citizen of the United 
| States, a homestead of one hundred and sixty 

acres of land out of the public domain, on con- 
| dition of occupancy and cultivation of the same, 
| for the period therein specified; which was read 
| twice by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
| before the bill is referred, with the indulgence of 
| the Senate I beg leave to make a single remark, 
| for the purpose merely of keeping the history of 

this great measure right. On the 27th of March, 
| 1846, this bill was first introduced into the House 
of Representatives; and on the 2th of May, 1852, 
it passed that House by a majority of two thirds. 
The House of Representatives passed it six years 
two months and fifteen days after its first intro- 
duction. It then received the indorsement of the 
other House by a two-thirds vote. In 1853, the 
same bill, in substance, was introduced by the 
| Hon. John L. Dawson, of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, and it passed again by an overwhelming 
| majority. Thus the bill has twice received the 
| sanction of the popular branch of the Legislature. 
| It was transmitted to this body, and here it failed 
' on both oceasions. I merely make these remarks 
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for the purpose of keeping the history of this great 
measure right, and with the hope that it will meet 
its consummation by the sanction of this body in 
a much shorter period of time than it did in the 
House of Representatives. I move to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 








Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign | 


Relations, to whom was referred a memorial of 
Alexander J. Atocha, submitted a report, accom- 

anied by a bill (S. No, 28) for his relief. The 
Cit was read, and passed to a second reading; and 
the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOOT, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (S. No. 1) for the relief of 
George P. Marsh, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitied a report; which was ordered 
to be printed, 

NEW POST ROUTE. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and ugreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Gainesville, in Arkansas, to 
Greenville, in Missouri, and report by bill or otherwise. 


CLAIM OF A. AND J. E. KENDALL. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso- 
lation; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Court of Claims be requested to return 
to the Senate the papers in relation to the claim of Amos 
and John E. Kendall, referred to that court by an order of 
the Senate of the l0th of July, 1856. 


HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS ON LAKE ERIE. 


Mr. WADE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to the 
Senate what estimates, if any, have been made for the im- 
provement of the following harbors on Lake Erie, respect- 
ively, to wit: Buffalo, Dunkirk, Erie, Conneaut, Ashtabula, 
Grand river, Cleveland, Black river, Vermillion, Sandusky 
bay, La Plaisance bay on river Raisin, and Maumee bay. 


ENROLLED RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
hy Mr. J. C. Avien, its Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H.R. No.2 
to amend the act entitled ‘* An act to regulate the 
compensation of members of Congress,’’ approved 
August 16, 1856; which thereupon received the 
signature of the Vice President. 

COMMITTEE ROOMS. 

Mr.GWIN. I have been directed by the spe- 
cial committee on the Pacific railroad to offer the 
following resolution; and I ask for its considera- 
uon at this time: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate be authorized 
to assign a furnished room in the Capitol extension for the 
sessions of the seleet committee on the Pacific railroad. 

I thought the President of the Senate had this 
power before. It was so understood yesterday 
by the select committee; but I have since ascer- 
tained that the authority is not possessed by him. 
I therefore ask that the resolution be acted on 
now. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. IVERSON. I offer an amendment, in the 
shape of an additional resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the President of the Senate be authorized 
to assign to each standing committee of the Senate a room 
in the Senate extension of the Capitol, as rooms in the same 
may become ready for occupation. 

I understand it is not now in the competency 
of the Presiding Officer to assign these rooms in 
the extension of the Capitol. I want a general 
authority of this kind, because some of the rooms 
‘re ready for occupation, and [ sce no reason for 
allowing them to remain idle until all of them 
shall be ready for occupation, I make this mo- 
tion especially with reference to the convenience 
of the Committee on Claims, of which I have the 
honor to be the chairman, They occupy a small 
room, which is exceedingly dark and smoky. The 
room assigned to them on the programme that I 
have seen passed from hand to nand among Sen- 
ators, in the extension, is ready for occupation. 


It has been in the occupancy of one of the soli- | 


citors of the Court of Claims for the past eighteen 
months or two years, 


itat any moment, as there is another room which 


be 


| he can occupy; it is, therefore, ready for the Com- 


He is ready to surrender | 


mittee on Claims. I propose, as the rooms are 
got ready for occupation, if the committees desire 
it, that the President of the Senate may assign 
them on application. tae. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator’s proposition is an 
additional resolution to the one I offered. Iaccept 
it as an amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desir to amend the 
amendment by providing: 


That the Committee on Public Buildings inquire and re- 
port to the Senate a plan for assigning the rooms in the addi- 
tion to the Capitol appropriated to the use of the Senate. 


It seems to me that some plan should be adopted 
in relation to appropriating these rooms to the 
different committees. As to assigning one to one 
committee that may be more importunate than 
another, and thus obtaining an advantage over 


another committee in the selection of rooms, is far | 


from anything like a plan, and very far from any- 


| thing like justice or fairness. I desire that my prop- 


osition may be considered with a view to having 
some plan adopted for making an assignment, 
either by lot or selection, or in some way. 

Mr. IVERSON. I will accept the Senator’s 
amendment as a substitute for mine. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Very well. 

Mr. GWIN. The first resolution will stand, 
and then the proposition of the Senator from Ver- 
mont is to be added. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I have no objection to the 
gentieman’s resolution, but I want this addition 
put to it. 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir; that is it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the resolution with the proposed amendment. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the President of the Senate be authorized 
to assign a furnished room in the Capitol extension for the 
select committee on the Pacific railroad ; and that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings inquire and report to the Senate 
a plan for assigning the rooms in the addition to the Capitol 
appropriated to the use of the Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. IL accept the amendment. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 


REPORTING OF THE DEBATES. 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 


mitted by him some time since: 


Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Printing inquire 
and report whether any new provisions of law are neces- 
sary to secure a faithful performance on the part of Con- 
gress of the existing contracts which provide for accurate 
reports of the debates of the two Houses. 


Mr. SEWARD. I wish to modify the resolu- 
tion by striking out the words ‘‘on the part of 
Congress.”’ 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no fur- 

ther petitions or reports, the next business in 


_ order is the resolutions submitted by the Senator 


from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] in regard to 


the revision of the rates of duty imposed by the 
act of March 3, 1857. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest tu the mover || 
of these resolutions that, as I suppose he wishes || 
to speak to them, and probably there may be a 
| debate upon them, it would be better to postpone 


them until some day after the holidays. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Very well. 


Mr. HUNTER. Willthe Senator indicate some 
_ day after the holidays? 


Ir. CRITTENDEN. Has the proposition 
been passed by the Senate to adjourn to the 4th 


| of January? 


_Mr. HUNTER. We passed such a 
tion, and it is now before the House o 
sentatives. 


roposi- 
Repre- 
Will the Senator name the 6th of 


| January? 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will agree to the 6th 


_ of January. 


The further consideration of the resolutions was 


| postponed until the 6th of January. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next business 
in order is the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. ea yesterday, as to 
the employment of clerks by the standing com- 
mittees, the pending question being on the amend- 


| ment of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 


Evans,] to add: 


Except the Committees on Finance, Claims, and Print- 


ing, Whose clerks shall receive an annual compensation of 


$1,850 each. 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| one, and the Committee on Patents and the Paty, 
| Office was another of the committees mention, d 





| naval courts of inquiry, organized under the act of € 
| gress approved June 16, 1857, to amend an act entitled “ Ap 















December 22, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ina report which a 
made to the Senate at the last session by q ~ a 
committee appointed for the purpose, the priy;. 
lege of employing a clerk was denied to several 
committees besides those named in this r, “a 
tion, and made exceptions to it. I do not now 
recollect what those exceptions were; but | [po 





’ 


the Secretary to turn to that report and ascertajy, 
I should like to move it as an amendment to the 
proposition. - 
Mr. STUART. Those committees have | 
discontinued. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Not all of them. The 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds y. 


Cen 


3 
' 
‘ 


in that report as not needing a clerk. I moyo 
that this resolution be laid on the table for th, 
present. The Senator from Louisiana, who of. 


| fered it, is not here. 


The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL COURTS OF INQUIRY. 
Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following res. 
olution; which was considered by unanimous cop- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to cominuni 
cate to the Senate the records of proceedings of the sever) 


act to promote the efficiency of the Navy.” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN subsequently said: I de- 
sire to move a reconsideration of a resolution 
adopted on the motion of the Senator from Lou- 


isiana, [Mr. Stipev.,] requesting the President 


to furnish us with copies of the proceedings of 
the several naval courts of inquiry which have 


| been held under the recent act of Congress. | 


think it is premature to make that call. 1 shall 
have no objection to its being made at the proper 
time; but it seems to me to be premature now, | 
wish to suspend the operation of the resolution 
for the present, for a reason which I wiil state. 
There are agreat many records, of course. There 
have been over one hundred cases—I do not know 
exactiy how many; it may be one hundred and 
fifty. This call is made on the President to send 
all those records here. It does not appear, and 
it may not be the case, that the President has had 
time to examine them all; and if he is to send 
them here previous to examination, it leaves the 


|| whole business in a very awkward and incom- 


plete condition. There may be cases of such a 


| character that the President may choose to send 
| them back to the courts for revision. There may 


be blunders and inaccuracies in the records them- 


| selves which deserve correction; and for all these 


things time and opportunity should be allowed. 


| It will be time enough for us to have these records 
| when we are called upon to act on the subject. | 


think the adoption of the resolution now is pre- 
mature, and may do mischief. I hope it will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have no desire to press the 
immediate consideration of my resolution, but | 
will state the reasons which induced me to offer it. 
There is acommunication now before the Senate, 
which will require action in executive session ,and 


| it possibly may require some time to prepare the 


different records. They are voluminous. If the 
President thinks proper to send the originals here, 
no time would be lost. If it should be the pleas- 
ure of the Senate not to act on any portion of the 
business to which my resolution sabes until final 
action is had in every case, I have no sort of ob- 
jection to the postponement of this resolution; but 
Caen suggest to the Senator from Kentucky, 
that his object can be equally well accomplished 
at a subsequent stage of the session, by offering 4 
resolution calling for all those proceedings not yet 
consummated. As I] understand from the news- 
papers—and they are sometimes not altogether 
without authority in matters of this kind—the 
President has confirmed the decision of the courts 
of inquiry in a number of cases which will require 
the action of the Senate. He has also, as.I under- 
stand, confirmed the action of the courts, where 
it has been of an unfavorable character. ‘There 
are a great many cases—probably nine tentlis of 
them, certainly a very large proportion of them— 
where the printing of the record would not be 
required. I have reason to believe that there may 
be occasion to discuss this matter either here or 
elsewhere; and it appears to me time would be 
gained, and no inconvenience could possibly 


result f| 
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result from the adoption of the resolution now. | 
However, I have no disposition to press it, but | 
Jet it stand as it 1s. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope, then, it will 
stand as it 1s. ; | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator | 
withdraw the motion to reconsider ? | 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. No,sir. That will keep 
tin the position in which I desire to have it. Let 
it stand on the motion to reconsider. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to re- | 
consider will be entered. | 


KANSAS AFFAIRs. 


Mr. STUART. I desire to call up at this time 
the business before the Senate yesterday, being 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois to refer | 
certain portions of the President’s message to the 
Committee on Territories. I learn from the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana (Mr. Fircu] that he | 
desires to occupy a short time in giving his views | 
ou that subject, and I have consented that he | 
should do so before I enter on my own. I move 
to take up the proposition of the Senator from | 
ljlinois for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the motion of Mr. | 
Dovetas, to refer so much of the President’s mes- 
sage as relates to affairs in Kansas to the Com- | 
mittee on Territories. | 

Mr. FITCH. Being indebted to the courtes 
of the Senator from Michigan for the floor, I shall 
ask the indulgence of the Senate during but a 
brief occupancy of it, for 1 am anxious, as I know 
those about me are, to listen to that Senator, and | 
to others who can be heard on this subject with 
far more pleasure and profit than anything I can 
say will afford. 

Yesterday, sir, was the day fixed for the action | 
of the people of Kansas on that portion of the 
constitution submitted to the popular vote. We 
shall soon know the result, and congressional ac- 
tiva in the premises will soon be required—assum- 
ing, that is, that the election took place, and that 
no violence, no fraud interfered to prevent it or 
control it. Whatever my views and opinions of 
the question of slavery, the unfortunate subject 
of so much sectional controversy, may be, I am | 
unwilling that the character of the decision yes- | 
terday had in Kansas on that subject shall pos- 
sibly be supposed to control whatever action I || 
may hereafter take on the question of admitting 
that Territory into the Union as a State; and 
hence I desire now to state the reasons which will | 
govern my action. I wish to state the reasons in 
advance of any possible knowledge on our part 
of the character of that decision, that the latter 
may not be supposed to color the former. 

My friend, the Senator from Iilinois, [Mr. 
Dovetas,] who opened the debate, intimated a 
somewhat novel opinion yesterday during the dis- 
cussion of this subject, namely: an opinion that 
the President had descended from his exalted | 
peatien to devote two columns, more or less, of 

is annual message, to an assault on him, or at 
least upon his views, reports, and opinions upon 
this Kansas controversy; and further, that any 


| 
| 
j 
| 





allusion, even here by Senators in debate, was an 
attack upon him, premeditated, and part, perhaps, 
of a general design to read him out of the Demo- | 
cratic party ! 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Did I say on the part of the | 
President? Z 

Mr. FITCH. Oh, no. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I expressly exempted the 
President from that combination. 

__Mr. FITCH. The Senator misunderstood me, 
if he understood meas saying that he charged the | 
resident with any design to read him out of the 
party. As Ishall necessarily refer to the Sena- 
tor's argument, at least in the course of my brief 
remarks, because the honorable Senator has so 
mixed himself up with Kansasaffairs that the latter | 
cannot be discussed without reference to him and | 

his arguments and positions relative thereto, | 
wish to advertise him and the Senate in advance, 
that whatever allusion I may make to him, is not 
designed as an attack on him, or as evidence of any 
wantof respect for him. Nor, sir, mustit be said , 
that I have or assert for myself any right or power 
~~hota scintilla—to read him out of the party; nor 
0 | know or care where that power is, if it is pos-_ 
sessed anywhere, because I do not believe in the | 
thing. I grant you, sir, that a man may; by his | 
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own voluntary acts, either by promoting discord || 


within a party, or some other equally obnoxious: 


| course, place himself beyond the pale of party 
| organization; but I scarce think the Democratic 
| party, as such, cares sufficiently for persons, be 


they who they may, to put itself to the trouble of 
reading or resolving them out of its organization. 
The Senator’s argument, in his opening speech, 


| was based upon the assumption that the Kansas 


act, repealing the Missouri line, bestowed upon the 
people of the Territories the right—ay, even im- 
posed upon them the necessity of acting in their 
primary capacity on every legitimate subject of 
State legislation, embraced in whatever constitu- 


| tion they might send here, as preliminary to its 


recognition by Congress. The fallacy, the **funda- 
mental error’’*—I think that is the term—of this 


position is manifest from the fact that the right 
| was not prohibited or questioned by the Missouri 


line, or any other congressional enactment, except 
upon the single question of slavery. Theright was 
claimed, admitted, and has been exercised, from 


| the organization of our Government, of the peo- 


ple, to act either en masse in their primary capa- 


| city, or through delegates, as they preferred, upon 
all other constitutional subjects of legislation. ‘The 


repeal of the Missouri line was, therefore, for the 
purpose, and for the purpose only, of placing that 
one exceptional question upon the same footing 


| with all others, taking it from its exceptional 


position and placing it under the rule. ‘This is 
rendered undeniable by the very language of the 
repeal. It proceeds to say: 


* That the Constitution, and all laws of the United States 
which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same force 
and effect within the said Territory of Kansas as elsewhere 
within the United States, except the eighth section of the 
act preparatory to the admission of Missouri intothe Union, 
approved March 6, 1820, which, being inconsistent with the 
principle of non-intervention by Congress with slavery in 
the States and Territories, as recognized by the legislation 


of 1850, commonly called the compromise measures, is | 


hereby declared inoperative and void.’’ 


It need not be said at this day that ‘‘ non-inter- 
vention’’ has been construed from the days of the 


Nicholson letter to mean an acknowledgment of | 
the right of the people of the Territories to decide | | 
the question of slavery for themselves, at least || 
when they framed their State constitution, and | 


to decide it untrammeled by any congressional 
prohibition or interference. Following the com- 
promise of 1850—based upon that compromise— 


the Kansas act proposed, its supporters proposed, | | 


its author proposed, merely to carry cut the spirit 


| and principles of the compromise by extending 
them to Kansas and future Territories. 


Non-in- 
tervention, when first introduced as a term in pol- 
itics, was applied solely to the slavery question. 
The compromise of 1850 was upon the slavery 

uestion. The Missouri line was only a restric- 
tion on the subject of slavery. Its repeal in the 
Kansas act was only upon the subject of slavery. 
The whole controversy during the discussion, 
alike on the compromise and the Kansas act, was 
on that subject, and that only. ‘The opponents, 
both of the compromise of 1850 and of the Kan- 
sas act, endeavored to have that one question re- 
tained as an exception to the general rule, which 
underlies our Government, permitting the citizens 
of each State to control their own domestic affairs; 
and they sought to have it thus retained as an 
exceptional one, by endeavoring to induce Con- 
gress to prohibit to the people of the Territories, 
or the States formed from those Territories, any 
control whatever over that question. 

Now, sir, we find an effort at this time to so 
construe those measures as to make them apply 
to all subjects of domestic legislation—an effort to 
so construe them as to make it a condition prece- 
dent to the admission of any new State that every 
proposition in its constitution shall have been sub- 
mitted to a popular vote after the constitution has 
come from the hands of a regularly organized and 
legal convention! This is a construction incon- 
sistent with the circumstances which brought 
those measures into existence. It is a construc- 
tion not contemplated by their supporters, among 
whom, 4s a private citizen, | was early included. 
It is a construction scarcely compatible with their 


phraseology. We are said to be a progressive | 


people. Is this new reading of these measures an 
evidence only of our general progress, a part only 
of our yearly accruing wisdom? Or lurks there 
behind it some policy of a personal bearing ? 
Mr. President, 1 doubt not that every gentle- 


man is governed by the most honorable and pa- 
triotic Motives in assuming whatever position he 
may take on this question. | will attribute none 
other to any man. But if there, unfortunately, 
be men, high inthe Democratic party, who desire 
to avail themselves of the present phase of this 
question to take a position outside of that party, 
' with the hope—by throwing fire-brands into its 
midst, or by directing their artillery against it—to 
destroy it, in return for some past grievance, real 
or fancied, I would commend to such the lessons 
| fairly deducible from the result of every such at- 
tempt, from Burr’s to Van Buren’s. The Dem- 
ocratic is the great conservative party of the coun- 
try—the only national party. It is the only mere 
| political link in the chain which now binds the 
States in one common country. Itis so deemed 
throughout the world; so known to its own mem- 
| bers; so admitted even by the more candid and 
| conservative of its political opponents; and none 
| of these will hold that man guiltless, who aban- 
| dons it upon a question having in it so little of 
| practical importance as there is in this, and, by 
seeking its destruction, thereby admits his not 
| unwillingness thata similar fate should be visited 
| on the Union, perhaps, to subserve His selfish 
| purpose. 
| The measures to which I have alluded—the 
| compromise of 1850 and the Kansas act—as | have 
\| said, were designed to take one question, pre- 
| viously, in part at least, an exceptional one, from 
|| that position, and apply to it the same rule always 
| previously applied under our Government to all 
other questions of domestic policy. They were 
| designed, in fact, to subject that one question to 
| the same control and the same usages to which 
| all others were subjected. They did not contem- 
| plate either the enlargement or diminution of the 
| powers previously possessed on other questions; 
| neither an expansion nor contraction of those 
powers. They left all other powers in slatw quo, 
|| to be exercised as they previously had been, only 
placing this one among them. But now we find 
an effort being made to so construe them as to 
make them subversive of the past usages of the 
Government; to make them limit the power pre- 
viously possessed by our people, by compelling 
them to exercise itin one manner, and one only. 
| We find an effort now being made, in fact, to so 
construe them as to deny to delegated authority 
the right to form an organic Jaw—a right hitherto 
often exercised. This denial is explicitly made 
| by Governor Walker in his recent (I am sorry 
| to say somewhat egotistical) manifesto; one in 
| which he sustains his position by quoting from 
| himself only to support it. He makes this denial 
'| explicitly. According to his opinion, the consti- 
| tutions of more than one half the States of this 
| Union, and even the Constitution of the United 
| States itself, are unconstitutional; because in the 
| ease of the former they have been formed by con- 
| ventions called by acts of ‘Territorial Legislatures; 
and because in the latter, in common with the 
former, they have become operative without any 
previous action upon them by a popular vote. 
Most fortunately for us, his opinion is not the 
paramount law of the land; otherwise, a majority 
| of the most populous and wealthy States of the 
| Union would be resolved at once into a territorial 
| condition, and even the Old Thirteen would be 
| compelled to fall back either upon their original 
| articles of confederation or their colonial charters. 
| It was not, to my knowledge, intimated by any 
| person anywhere, during the discussion of tle 
| Kansas bill, that it was the intention to construe 
that bill, as is now declared, so as to initiate an 
innovation into the past usage of our Govern- 
'| ment, by requiring the submission of every dis- 
tinct proposition in a new State constitution to 
the popular vote after such constitution has been 
legally framed by an authorized convention, as a 
| necessary condition precedent to the recognition 
| of that constitution here. The Missouri line was 
a restriction upon the right of self-government, 
upon the doctrine of popular sovereignty, inas- 
| much as it denied to the people north of that line 
any control whatever over the question of slavery. 
The Kansas act repealed that line, and therefore 
annulled the Sonic. placing that question in the 





| 
| 


| ter, subject to the same popular will, leaving that 
|| willto be exercised as before, in whatever manner 


|| it chose, either through delegates or by a direct 
| vote 
i) . 





| same category with others of a domestic charac- — 
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The recognition of popular sovereignty by the 
repeal of the Missouri line, consisted in the fact 
that it placed the question of slavery where all 
others previously were. It did not provide, nor 
did 1t contemplate, nor did its supporters imagine, 
nor did its author intimate, that it contemplated 
the submission of every bank proposition, every 
internal improvement projet, every school system, 
every election qualification in a new constitution, 
to the people, a the people by and for whom 
it was formed should be admitted into the Union. 
Any attempt at that time tososhape its language as 
to place that construction on it, would have been 
resisted—I can venture, forthe truth of this asser- 


tion, to appeal to those about me who acted with | 


its author at the time of its introduction—not only | 


as an uncalled-for and unnecessary innovation 
upon the past usage of the Government, butas in 
conflict with that very popular sovereignty which 
its author then so hy advocated, and for which 
he now declaims, by denying to the people their 
right to delegate their power and authority. 

If the constitution of Kansas comes here, as 
we are told it will, without previous submission 


to the popular vote, I shall regret the fact as much | 


as any géntleman on this floor, or any citizen 
throughout the Republic; but yet, if it comes here 


under such circumstances, it will not be an isolated | 
Whence this new- | 


exception to a general rule. 
born anxiety as to the manner in which that 


particular constitution shall come before Con- | 


gress? 
the reverse; for, as the Senator from Missouri 


The rule, on the contrary, has been quite | 


[Mr. Green] so ably told us, a few days since, | 
a majority of the new States, Indiana, Ohio, and | 


Illinois, included, have been admitted with con- 
stitutions which had not previously received the 
popular sanction, and no complaint followed, 
either from the States or Congress. 
ner of submission has heretofore met the sanction 
of the Senator from Illinois himself. I do not 
make this allusion to convict him of inconsist- 
ency, because | know not and care not whether 
he has been inconsistent or not. As he well said, 
yesterday, it has no bearing whatever on this 
question; and if attempts to convict each other 
of inconsistencies are to constitute the staple ar- 
gument on this question, I fancy very few of us 
will eseape unscathed. This manner of submis- 


Such man- | 


sion has before met his sanction, both positive | 


and implied; positive, in his having voted for the | 


admission of States with constitutions similarly 
formed and similarly presented; implied, in ists 
having, jointly with others, framed a permissory 
act for kK 

mission of the constitution it contemplated to the 
people, before that constitution came here. 
that permissory act had passed both branches of 


Cansas, without providing for the sub- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Congress, and become a law, the result would | 


have been precisely what it now is. 

KE manating as it did, from a Democratic source 
—the Senator from Georgia [Mr. ‘Toomss] and 
the Senator from IIlinois—it met the unqualified 
opposition of the opposite, or Republican party. 
‘That opposition would have been manifested im 
Kansas precisely as has their opposition to every 
other proposition not emanating from the Topeka 
faction, precisely as has their opposition tothe ter- 


. ? . | 
ritorial law calling a convention, namely, by their | 


refusal to vote at the election of delegates to a con- 


vention. Such has been the policy and course of the | 


Topeka faction within Kansas, and their abettors 
aa sympathizers without, 

refused to recognize any law in Kansas, exceptit 
was the work of the self-constituted law-makers 
of their own faction. They have refused to obey 
any law there, or hold it worthy of obedience, 
except the will of that faction. 
vote at the election of delegates, under the con- 
gressional permissory act, would have resulted 
precisely as has their refusal to vote under the 
territorial act. The same kind of constitution 
would have been formed and presented here in 
the same manner, without previous submission. 
The manner then would have been chargeable to 
Congress, especially the Democratic portion, and 
particularly the authors of the bill. Now it is 
chargeable to the people of the Territory, through 
_ their Territorial Legislature, and chargeable in 
the present case, as it would have been in the 
former, because of the omission to provide for its 
submission. If the present constitution had come 
here under the congressional permissory act, as it 
would if that act had passed, in all probability, it 


, 


They have constantly | 


Their refusal to | 





If | 
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is scarcely to be believed that it would have met 
the same reception it has now, from the same 
source—that a demand would have been made by 
the Senator from Illinois that it should previously 
be submitted to the people; that he would have 
been as prompt to condemn his own work as he 
now is that of others 

It is objected to this constitution that it was 
formed by a convention called into existence by 
a Territorial Legisiature—a body, which those 
making the objection believe not possessed of 
the right or authority to make the call. In my 
estimation, this objection might have been well 
taken in the earlier days of the Republic, but it is 
too late to take it now, after the oft-repeated rec- 


ognition of this right by admitting new States, | 


whose constitutions have been similarly framed 
and presented. Usage, it need not be said, be- 
comes, in legislative matters, law. Moreover, the 
Kansas organic act itself refutes this objection, 


giving, as it does, tothe people of that Territory, | 


the right to ** form and regulate their domestic in- 
stitutions in theirown way.’’ Then, if they had 


not previously the right to call a convention by | 
and through the Territorial Legislature, either as | 


a necessary incident fo the right to act through 


delegates or representatives, or as bestowed on | 


them by the past usage of the Government in 


admitting many States with constitutions framed | 


by conventions thus called into existence, that 
act explicitly gives them the right. 

The case of Arkansas has been cited here. It 
has very litte bearing on this. No Kansas act, 
no organic law, permitting the people of Arkansas 
to ** form and regulate their domestic institutions 
in theirown way’’ was enacted for that Territory. 


Conscious that this objection has really little | 


valid foundation, some of those making it resort to 
another, namely, that the Territorial Legislature, 
which called this convention was, in their parlance, 
a **bogus’’ one, an illegal one, and that, being 
illegal, neither the convention it formed, nor the 
constitution framed by that convention, can be 
legal. The Senator from Illinois (and I really feel 
myself under the necessity of begging his pardon, 
and that of the Senate, for such frequent reference 
to him; but it is unavoidable, as I have said, 
because of his previous connection with Kansas 
matters, and because his argument has been the 
only one in the Senate on that side of the case, in 
opposition to my views)—the Senator from Illi- 
nois does notagree with those who affirm the first 
of these propositions; in other words, he asserts 
the legality of the Territorial Legislature of Kan- 
sas, but he is understood to concur with the 
Topeka men in affirming the two latter. 


Now, sir, Congress (the Senator from Illinois | 


included) having repeatedly acknowledged the 
legality of the Territorial Legislature, it is very 


difficult to perceive by what process of special, 
pleading we are to avoid acknowledging the legal- 


ity of its acts if the 


1 do not conflict with the 
Constitution of the 


nited States or the Kansas 


organic act. That many, and perhaps a majority | 


of the citizens of Kansas, did not vote either at 
the election of representatives to the Territorial 
Legislature, or delegates to the convention, may 
be true. Where is yourremedy? You cannot 
compel mento vote. They can only be permitted 


and invited to do so. Ifa part in any given com- 


munity, in order to subserve some particular po- 
litical purpose, to supply pabulum, it may be, for 


some political party, to promote the purposes of | 


some partisan leader, neglect or reject the invita- 
tion, and will not vote, is the machinery of Gov- 
ernment hence to stop, and society to resolve 
itself into anarchy? Because some political party 
or, perhaps, a sufficiency of them to change a 


majority, will not vote, are those who will do so | 


to be deprived of any government? Permit such 
an absurdity, and you deprive New York of any 


| State government during the period for which its 


officers were recently elected. Admit such an 
absurdity, and you enable any faction to over- 
turv your Government by keeping away from the 
polls, especially if they can substantiate a prob- 
ability that the majority and the laws would have 


_ been different if they had voted. 


Our Government is one of checks and balances; 
and some of its checks apply even to the people 
themselves. Among the objects of our Govern- 
ment, one is to protect the legal rights of the 
minority against an illegal assumption or denial 
of those nghts by a majority. 


While the right | 
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| of the majority to rule is clearly recognized ' 
must rule ina legal manner. If a majority = 
solve itself into a mob, and will neither yotp ne 
observe law or order, the minority who are ‘wa 
abiding, who form and obey government, cannot 
be deprived of the benefits and protection of that 
government by such majority. _Is mobocracy i, 
be substituted fordemocracy? The denial, by the 
Topeka faction, of the legality of the Territorial 
| Legislature is a part of their plan to subserve q 
particular purpose. They design thereby to fore 
upon Congress a retrospective recognition of the 
ve constitution, with the officials created 
under its pretended adoption. Hence their pro- 
claimed determination to receive no constitution 
not even that framed at Topeka, from the hands 
of the late convention. Its acceptance now would 
imply the necessity of a future election, and the 
Robinsons and Lanes, and their sympathizers 
here, are apprehensive they might not be as gue. 
cessful at those elections as they were at such 
| as were ordered and controlled by themselves. 
| Therefore they demand the recognition, and of 
course the legalization of the Topeka constitution 
of the past, with all its attendant anarchy, all its 
attendant defiance of the legal territorial and con- 
stitutional authorities, and indeed with all its fac. 
tious treason. In furtherance of this demand they 
take exceptions to certain portions of the present 
constitution other than the slavery clause. To that 
they do not deem it advisable to object, because 
| being submitted to the popular vote, they know 
that it will be expected of them by the world out- 
side of that Territory, if they have the majority 
they claim, that they show their majority by 
| rejecting that clause. 
_ _A comparison of the features to which they 
| object in the Lecompton constitution, with sim- 
\| ilar ones in that of Topeka, which they profess to 
| have adopted, is favorable to the former, showing 
that their objections are merely factious. Among 
these objections is, that twenty years’ citizenship 
|| is required asa qualification for Governor. Their 
own—the Topeka constitution—permits a semi- 
‘| barbarous Indian to be Governor! There is a 
bank clause in both; and if there be any choice 
where, as in matters of banks, all is evil, that 
choice is clearly in favor of the Lecompton instru- 
ment, because the bank for which that provides 
| cannot go into operation without the previous 
assent of the people. Both contain a clause pro- 
_hibiting amendment for a certain number of years 
in the future. I grant you it is a dead letter in 
both, because the people will amend or change 
|| their constitution in their own good time. In the 
|| Topeka instrument this prohibition extends to 
1865. The conduct of that Topeka faction, their 
| resistance to legal territorial and national au- 
thority, their incipient rebellion, are yet too fresh 
in the minds of our people to permit a direct 
|| proposition to be seriously entertained for one 
'| moment, to legalize their acts; yet we are called 
|, upon to do so indirectly; we are called upon to 
truckle to this treasonable faction, to humbly ask 
it whether this or some other constitution will best 
subserve its purposes. We are asked to ignore 
the existence of any law-abiding citizens in Kan- 
sas to place such men in power and position. 
The compromise of 1850 and the Kansas act of 
1854 based upon it; both recognize in the people 
of the Territories the same right and power pos- 
sessed by the people of the States, namely: the 
right and power to govern themselves, subject 
only to the Constitution of the United States and 
the laws necessary to enforce it. The recognition 
of this right and power has resulted, in all except 
two of our present Territories, in the formation 
of a legal and orderly government of the character 
contemplated. The two exceptions are Utah and 
| Kansas. In the former, usurpation, defiance of 
| and opposition to the constitutional authorities of 
|| the country have resulted; in the latter, anarchy 
and faction, anda determination to yield obedience 
to no law except the offspring of faction. The 
| remedy in the former case isa plain one—it's 
|| force.” In the latter the only remedy must be the 
|| recognition of the acts of such law-abiding citi- 
zens as have evinced a willingness to be governed 
| and to govern themselves by yielding obedience 
to a constitutional and legal government. The 1- 
terests, the welfare, indeed ] may say the safety, 
| not only of the neighboring States and Territo- 
'| ries, but of the entire Confederacy, demand that 
this Kansas controversy, a local one, should be 
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localized; that it should no longer be permitted to 
form an irritating element of national politics, dis- 
-arping the peace and endangering the unity of 
our Government, but should be limited to Kansas. 
The experience of the past, and indeed of this 
moment, clearly shows that this can only be done 
by admitting Kansas asa State. The people of | 
Kansas have no right to demand or expect the en- 
tire country to be continually agitated, its pros- 
perity interrupted, its unity endangered, because 
they will not recongile their contemptible feuds— 
will not settle their factious quarrels. When ad- 
mitted as a State, then, and then only, its people 
will, as they must, govern themselves. Then 
faction in Kansas will have no apology for call- 
ing on its abetors and sympathizefs without, or 
upon Congress. Then no power outside of itself 
will have any pretext for interfering with its do- 
mestic feuds. Then, if one constitution be not 
pleasing to a majority of its inhabitants, it can be 
amended, or another substituted whenever that 
majority so will, even if it be within a few days. 
With all deference to those, especially from 
my own section, who differ with me on this sub- 





present emergency but to admit Kansas with 
whatever constitution it may present here—as- 
suming always that the election of yesterday was 
not fraudulent, and was not interrupted by force 
—afier first satisfying ourselves as to the consti- 
tutional requirement, is it republican in form? 
and next, did it emanate from a legal source ? was 
it formed in a legal manner? These are the only 
questions, in my judgment, that we have any 
warrant for asking. It is not for us to inquire 
how many votes were cast at the election of del- 
egates to the convention. It is not for us to ask 
whether some portion or all of it was submitted 
to the popular vote, unless indeed, as in the case 
of the constitution of Wisconsin, the instrument 
provided for its own submission; or unless, as in 


the case of Minnesota, a previous act of Con- | 


gress required such submission. In all other 


ject, 1 see no course for Congress to adopt in the | 
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not for us to require that a portion of it, or all of 
it, shall have been submitted to a popular vote, 
unless such submission be required by the instru- 
ment itself or by a previous act of Congress; itis 


| not for us to require that it shall contain a bank 


demand that they shall form and regu 


clause or an anti-bank clause, a slavery clause or 
an anti-slavery clause. These are all questions 
for the decision of the party directly interested— 
the people of Kansas. If these or similar require- 
ments are adhered to, and the constitution re- 


| turned because it does not fulfill them, such action 


on our part will be a denial of popular sover- 
eignty,a denial of their right to regulate their 
domestic institutions in their own way, and a 

Oe them 
in that way, whatever it may be, prescribed for 
them and dictated to them by Congress. It would 
be, in fact, direct intervention with their domes- 


| tic institutions, their internal affairs. 


I should have greatly preferred, especially in 
the present state of feeling in Kansas and through- 
out the country, that the entire constitution had 


| been submitted to the people. It would have been, 
| if the people would have exercised the right guar- 


antied to them. The fault is their own, not ours. 
We cannot go behind their own legal actions— 


|| recognized as legal heretofore by Congress and 
| the Executive. 
| my estimation. 


Ve are bound by that action in 
I say I should have greatly pre- 


| ferred that the entire instrument had been submit- 


ted to the people; but, notwithstanding this pref- 


| erence, the legal right of the convention, under 


the law which called itinto existence, to withhold 
the constitution in part or altogether from submis- 
sion, is to my mind unquestionable. The con- 


| vention is responsible to the people of Kansas 


than these two exceptional cases, such questions | 


are for the decision of the people alone. 
choose to enact a law through their Territorial 
Legislature, calling a constitutional convention, 
in the absence of any congressional law on the sub- 
ject, they have aright to do so. If in enacting such 
law they choose to permit or provide fora submis- 
sion of the entire constitution, or onl 


from such submission, ney have a right to do 
either. They possess the right under their organic 


law permitting them to form*and regulate their | 


institutions in their own way,’’ and they possess 
it generally under our recognized doctrine of non- 
intervention, or popular sovereignty. If any do- 
mestic differences occur between themselves and 
their servants, their representatives or delegates, 
the same doctrine of non-intervention prohibits 
us from interfering. Their domestic differences, 
like their **domestic institutions,’’ must be settled 


by them in ** their own way,’’ so that the way | 


be legal. If a portion of the citizens choose to 
refrain from voting, either for representatives to 
their Legislature, or for delegates to their con- 
vention, or for or against whatever portion of 
their constitution may be submitted, we have no 
remedy. We cannot force them to vote. Those 
who abstain from voting, whether they abstain 
merely as peaceable citizens or for factious pur- 
poses, as has been the case with a vast number 
in Kansas, permit others te vote for them, and 


If they | 


_& part of it | 
toa popular vote, or to have all of it withheld | 





if the decision at the ballot box be adverse to || 


their views they permit that decision to be taken 
by default. _ Congress, acting under the Consti- 
tution, and the doctrine of popular sovereignty, 
recognizes their rigiit to vote and their right ** to 
form and regulate their domestic institutions in 
their own way;”’ but it is for them, and them 


alone to say to what extent they will exercise the | 


right of voting, in what manner they will exer- 
cise it, Or whether they will exercise it at all. It 
1s not for Cemgress to prescribe the manner and 
extent, or to dictate a particular way, in which 
they shall form their ** domestic institutions,” 
whether immediately through the ballot box, en 
masse, or by delegating authority to act for them. 
If they present a constitution here, republican in 


alone for the exercise of that right. 

We are told that if we recognize the present con- 
stitution, difficulties willensue. I believe it; and 
so they will if we rejectit. Indeed, I have heard 
of no proposition connected with this matter which 
has not its attendant difficulties. My own sincere 
desire is to have that course adopted which will 
be productive of the least evil to the greatest num- 
ber. Without committing myself for or against 
any other proposition which may come up, and 


| which may be rendered necessary perhaps by 


some exigency—either a failure to hold an election 
yesterday, or a forcible prevention of an election, 
or interference with it—lI shall only select at pres- 
ent between the two which are likely from the 
present state of facts to come before us. One of 
these is to recognize this constitution; the other, to 
reject it. 

The first of these propositions is recommended 
by the President, the chief Executive officer of 
the nation; the man but recently elected by an 
overwhelming majority to preside over its desti- 
nies for four years; an old man, almost three score 
and ten; one who has devoted the greater portion 
of his long life to the service of his country, and 
has been placed in almost every position in the gift 
of its citizens, and discharged the duties of all to 
their satisfaction; one who has no political future, 
noschemes of personal ambition to subserve, who 
is no candidate for a future nomination, but will 
retire from the position he now holds with far more 
pleasure than he entered upon its duties, desiring 
only to Jeave behind him a fair fame and name, 
and to so administer the Government as will best 

romote its power, its honor, and its prosperity. 

he other of these two propositions is supported 
by the Senator from Illinois. I honorhim. I have 
ever admired him; yet, in some respects, he is the 
antipodes of the President. Young, of a brilliant 
intellect, of which all his countrymen might well 
be proud, but ambitious, and a candidate past, 
and perhaps future. I do not speak this in any 


| disparagement of him, for ambition, divested of 


orm, emanating from legal authority, formed in | 


a legal manner, it is not for us to require that a 
ee number of votes shall have been cast at 
the election of the delegates who framed it; it is 


| self—a desire to hold place without any selfish 
| motive inciting it; a desire to hold place merely 


to leave the impress of his poliey on the Govern- 
ment of his country and to enhance the pros- 
perity of its people—is an honorable feeling. 

In justification for his so ill-timed hurrying this 
debate upon the Senate, and upon the country, 
the Senator from Illinois told us that the Presi- 
dent, in his message, had assailed him and his 
| previous course. Heintimated further, that every 
| allusion to him here, in debate upon the affairs of 
Kansas, was designed as a continuation of the 
attack, and that there was some person, or some 
power, using a suborned press and suborned let- 
ter-writers, to likewise assail him. In all this, he 
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sees more of himself than others do—fancies him- 
self the object of actions which have little reference 
to him, and with which little thought of him was 
associated. He did not name or locate this per- 
son, or this power, thus suborning the press, leav- 
ing full play for our imaginations. [tmay be some 
tangible person; it may be some myth, some fog, 
some shadowy nothing, existing only in his im- 
agination; or it may be that this one of his allega- 
tions grew out of a recollection of a similar charge 
once brought against himself—a charge to which 
he then very promptly and properly took excep- 
tion, as I do to this general charge of his against 
| a somebody who is not designated. He was once 
| charged—and it was notin a subdued whisper, 
but trumpet-toned and hundred-tongued —with 
at least no unwillingness, that a public journal, 
| thought to be controlled by him, and claiming to 
| be the mouth-piece of the national Demoerdey, 
| should throw overboard Mr. Buchanan, General 
| Cass, and other fathers of the party, as ‘* old 
| fogies.”’ 
have thus, sir, briefly stated the qualities of 
| the two gentlemen who recommended ase oppo- 
| site propositions. I have the most profound re- 
| spect for them both. Locality, every considera- 
tion of self, if such could enter into my motives 
| of action in this matter, would induce me to go 
| with the Senator from Illinois, Weare geograph- 
| ically neighbors. [may almost say that his people 
and my people are one. He has, perhaps, more 
| influence among my people than | have myself. 
| These considerations, however, have nothing 
| whatever to do with my course, or my opinion 
on this question. Between these two counselors, 
thus recommending opposite propositions, | have 
| no hesitation as to whose advice to follow. Of 
| the two propositions, | look upon the one to re- 
| ject this constitution as far the most mischievous, 
because it will prolong this controversy as an 
element of that dangerous sectional agitation, 
which threatens, and has threatened, the unity of 
_the Republic. Between the two, assuming that 
one or the other must be acted on here, my choice 
| will unhagitatingly be for the former, 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, l ask pardon 
| of the Senator from Michigan for occupying a 
| few moments of the time properly belonging to 
| him. I regret that, as the Senator from Indiana 
| spoke by the courtesy of the Senator from Mich- 
| igan, he should have deemed it necessary to say 
| anything that demanded a reply from me at the 
expense of the Senator who is entitled to the floor. 
| I understand the Senator’s argument to rest upon 
| the proposition, which he argues at some length, 
| that the object, the only object, of that portion 
| of the Kansas-Nebraska bill which repealed the 
| Missouri restriction, was to place the slavery 
| question on the same footing with each and every 
| other local and domestic question, as had been 
| done from the beginning of the Government. I 
| do not misunderstand him on that point. 
| Mr. FITCH. No, sir. 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. I am glad to find that on the 
| very basis of his argument he and I agree. It 
| was the object of repealing the Missouri compro- 
| mise, to put the slavery question on the same foot- 
_ ing with each and every other domestic question 
in the Territories and new States: that is, to leave 
| 
i 








the people perfectly free to form and regulate all 
their domestic institutions, slavery included, to 
| suit themselves. On this point, however, he dif- 

fers with the President of the United States; for 
| the President tells us that the object was to make 
| slavery an exception and submit that by itself, 
| but not submit the other questions. : 

I was sorry to see the Senator taking issue with 
the President of the United States upon a ques- 
tion of that kind, and, at the same time, arraign- 
| ing me for having done the same thing. The 
| whole head and front of my offending consists in 
| the fact, that I dissented from that part of the 
President’s message which declared that the sla- 
| very question was an ou and argued to 

prove that the object of the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
| was to exclude that exception and put the slavery 
| question on the same footing with every other 
question which was local and not national, State 
| and not Federal. The Senator from Indiana now 

agrees with me that the President was wrong in 
| that part of his message, and that] was right. 
| There is no avoiding this conclusion. He re- 
| peated the proposition a dozen times in the course 

of his speech. Iam glad to find that he and I 


| 
| 








140 


arree thus far. HE hope he 
he is outside the pale of a healthy organization; 
that he is abandoning the President, and engaging 
in an ambitious scheme to break down the Ad- 
ministration, beeause he differs with the Pres- 
ident on the same point that I do. 

He says I have come out in favor of a general 

rule, novel in the history of the Government, that, 
hereafter, every constitution formed by a new 
State coming into the Union must be submitted 
to the people before it is sent here. The Senator 
argues against the general rule as being a novel 
and revolutionary principle, which ought not to be 
fastened on the country at this day. Has he read 
the President’s message on that point? 
message, the President of the United States tells 
us that the example of the Minnesota bill, in re- 
quixing the constitution to be submitted to the 
eople, is a noble example; and should be fol- 
ead in all cases hereafter to arise. The Sen- 
ator is arraigning the general rule of the President 
jn regard to the submission of constitutions to the 
wople for ratification. I stand with the President 
in behalf of that general rule. 


will not consider that |! wa 


In the | 


lam a little at a loss to see upon what ground | 


it is that the Senator utters vague inuendoes about 
men putting themselves in a factious position 
towards the party, dividing and distracting its 
councils to such an extent that they ought to 
be considered outside of the party. 
with the President on two points: 


lonone. The 


|| me in my devotion and service to the party for 


‘He differs | 


President says the slavery question is treated by | 


the Kansas-Nebraska bill as anexception. The 
Senator says that by that bill, and by the Cincin- 
nati platform, the slavery question 1s put on the 
same fooung with all other questions, without any 


pared to yield obedience to the Président’s rec- 
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s any one Senator on this floor who was pre- | convictions. 


ommendations in his message, without exception. 
} 


I instanced the Pacific railroad, the bankrupt law, 
the tariff, and many other questions, and could 
not get a response from any one man who indorses 
the whole, or is prepared to carry it out. All 
other men are permitted to dissent but me! It is 
factions in metodissent! If I dissent, it disturbs 
the harmony of the Democratic party! I tell the 
Senator that if he will stand faithful by the Cin- 
cinnati platform, which affirmed the right of the 
people to decide all their local and domestic insti- 
tutions for themselves, there will be harmony 
between him and me; and if each member of the 
party will stand 7 that platform, there will be 
harmony in the whole party. Why not stand 
there? Oh, it is factions! I[t is intimated, not 
charged, that there is something fearful, some- 
thing terrible in this thing of a man daring to be 
true and faithful to his principles, when other men 
do not desire that he should be. 

Allusions are made to men whose names are 
known—to Burr and Van Buren—as if they came 
from sources that would read me out of the Dem- 
ocratic party. I should like those who are ar- 
raigning my course here, to compare records with 





the fourteen years that I have been in Congress. 
The assumption is, that I will not bow the knee 
to power, when that power itself does not recom- | 
mend it,and the insinuation is that I am factious. | 


|| Sir, call it faction; call it what you please; I intend 


exception. On that point, as I have said, the Sen- | 


ator from Indiana and myself agree, both dif- 
fering from the President. He differs from the 
President in regard to the general rule that the 
constitution ought to be submitted to the people. 
On that point | agree with the President. If to 
differ from the President is faction, then the Sen- 


| 


ator has just double the amount of faction in his | 


position that I have in mine. 


from Indiana and myself? 


object of the Kansas-Nebraska bill was to place | 


the slavery question on an equal footing with all 
other local and domestic institutions, and leave 


the people free to decide the whole, he takes the | 


ground that he will not submit those questions to 
the people, and I take the ground that they should 
be submitted to the people. That is the simple 
point of difference. On that point the reasoning 


of the President is with me, for he says, that by | 


the terms of the Nebraska bill, it was incumbent 
tipon the Democratic party to insist that the 
slavery question should be submitted to the people 
for their decision; and if the Senator from Indiana 
be right in saying that by the Nebraska bill the 
slavery question was put on the same footing 
with all others, then if he agrees with the Presi- 
dent, he affirms that the whole constitution should 
be submitted to the people for their ratification. 


President of the United States at all points, and 
in conflict with the President upon the very rec- 
ommendations he makes in regard to the Terri- 
tories which are about to become States, to wit: 
the general rule of submission. The Senator from 


|| Whatnext? When you find the stubborn, fac- 
|| lous majority resisting the government that you 


| have imposed on them, the President will be called 
Thus we find the gentleman in conflict with the | 


to stand by the Nebraska bill, by the Cincinnati 
platform, by the organization and principles of 
the party; and I defy opposition from whatever 
quarter it comes. | 

I predict that sixty days shall not go over my | 
head before I shall be in harmony with those who | 
are now most relied upon to crush me and the | 
principle of the Nebraska bill, by the admission of | 
the Lecompton constitution. I shall be mistaken | 
if, in sixty days, you come here unanimously | 
demanding the indorsement of the Lecompton | 


|| constitution, as a test of faith. The pro-slavery | 
Then what is the issue between the Senator | 


Agreeing that the | 


clause stricken out may make popular sovereignty | 
look very different in gentlemen's eyes from what | 
it would if it were in. The pro-slavery clause | 
in, with the exception of the Senator from Indi- 
ana, the merits of that convention may look very 
differently to some gentlemen from what they 
would if it were out. With me it can make no 
difference. lregard the result of that convention | 
as a trick, a fraud upon the rights of the people, 
and come with slavery or without slavery, I am | 
opposed to the whole of it. 

Bat we are told we must force the Lecompton 
constitution down the throats of the people for | 
the sake of peace; for the sake of localizing the 
quarrel. How is that to be done? By passing 
an act of Congress forcing a constitution on the 
yeople of Kansas against the ‘will of that people 


upon to use the Army and the Navy to put down | 


| insurrection; and inasmuch as this Lecompton 


| faction is only composed of perhaps one tenth or 
|| one twentieth of the whole people, and there is 
| nota man of them who dares stay there a day 


Indiana will not claim, like the Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania, that he has *‘ other sources of informa- 


tion’’ than the message. He will not claim that 
there are sources of information which authorize 
him to deny the propositions laid down in the 
message. If he will, | should like to know who 
is the friend, and who is the enemy, of the Pres- 
ident of the United States? 

The Senator from Indiana cannot maintain his 
position without rebelling against a large portion 
of the message on the Kansas question. Butl 


dent. God forbid that 1 should ever surrender 
my right to differ from a President of the United 
States of my own choice! I have not become the 
mere servile tool of any President, so that [ am 
bound to take every recommendation he makes, 


without examining and ascertaining whether it | 


meets the approval of my judgment or not. | 
know that the President would not respect me if 


I should thus receive a dictum from any author- | 


ity contrary to my judgment. 
Again, yesterday, I tried to ascertain if there 


| government which 
| of the bayonet. 


| 
j 
| 
| 
| 


| localize the Kansas difficulty ! 


/ nationalized this difficulty, and pledged yourselves 


|| from Illinois and from South Carolina, from Mas- 
_sachusetts and from Mississippi, and stationing 


¢ I || those volunteers around the city of Lecompton to | 
hold that he has a right to differ from the Presi- 


without the United States army to protect him, 
we should have a special message from the Pres- 
ident recommending an increase of the Army, and | 
the calling out of volunteers to march to Kansas 
to put down the insurrection, and maintain the 
ou force on them at the point 
That is the mode in which you | 
are going to localize the Kansas quarrel—by call- 

ing troops from Virginia and from Wisconsin, 


protect the Governor whom you impose upon that 
people against their will! Then I suppose there | 
will be perfect peace and harmony among them | 
all. You will restore peace in that way, and | 
No, sir. The! 
moment you impose a constitution on that people | 
against their remonstrance and protest, you have 


to maintain that government at the point of the 
bayonet, and with all the power at your com- | 
mand. You have legalized civil war instead of | 
localizing the Kansas quarrel. These are my | 


| 
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I believe that such will be the on. 
sequences, if we proceed in this mad career of 
forcing a constitution on a people against their 
will. I hope I may be mistaken, and that such 
consequences will not result; but, while such are 
my convictions, | must be permitted to express 
them. If my doing so brings down assaults on 
me, from whatever quarter, high or low, from my 
own section or an opposite sectidn, I must repel 
those assaults; but I do not choose to go into an 
crimination or recrimination im regard to consigi. 
ency on former phases of this question. [ am 
willing that my consistency shall be judged of 
by the public. I think my course is pretty wel] 
known, and I am willing that the people shal} 
judge of it. ‘If the course of the Senator from 
ndiana is equally well known, let the people 
judge of it 7 that knowledge. If it is not as 
well known, I have no desire, no disposition, to 
hunt up old speeches and old records and old let. 
ters to show his inconsistency. Consistency has 
very little to do with this question. The great 
point is, is it right to force a constitution upon a 
people against thtir will? Am I not right in my 
Opposition to that act of power and oppression? 
I would rather argue that question than go into 
any controversies with political friends or even 
political opponents. I would prefer that the 
should consider me so humble an individual that 
my history of fifteen years is not necessary to be 
discussed, inasmuch as during the whole fifteen 
years, I have found them loud in praise of my 
course as to the political iniquities which they 
now propose to bring in judgment against me. 

But, sir, | ask no mercy in relation to this mat- 
ter. I will not provoke controversy with any- 
body. I shall not shrink from the avowal of my 
opinions and the vindication of my character 
whenever I choose to do it. I may not reply to 
all. Itmay bean object to worry out my strength 
by these constant attacksfrom day today. When- 
ever I find it failing I will reserve myself, and 
then come back and take a raking fire at the whole 
group. Coed But whenever I shall fee! 
inclined I will repel the blow at the time it is 
struck. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FITCH. I should not ask the indulgence 
of the Senator from Michigan, but for the fact 
that the Senator from Illinois, for reasons best 
known to himself, attributed to me language which 
I did not utter, and, sentiments which I have not 
expressed or entertained. I must, therefore, ap- 
peal to the courtesy of the Senator from Michigau 
to allow me to answer. 

Mr.STUART. Inasmuch as [commenced the 
day by acts of courtesy, it would hardly be grace- 
ful now for me to refuse to extend the courtesy. 
I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FITCH. At first, the Senator from IlIli- 
nois assumed that his own and my argument were 
based on the same idea—the idea that the siavery 
oe from being an exceptional one, was, by 
the compromises of 1850 and by the Kansas bill, 
placed under the general rule, and subjected to 
the popular will, in precisely the same manner 
with other domestic questions. Whatever his 
views now may be, he did not express that view 
in his opening speech. Here it is, in the pamph- 
let form, as ordered by the Senator: 

** Now, sir, what was the principle enunciated by the 
authors and supporters of that bill, when it was brought for- 
ward? Did we not come before the country, and say that 
we repealed the Missouri restriction for the purpose of sub- 
stituting and carrying out, as a general rule, the great prin- 
ciple of self-government, which left the people of each State 
and each Territory free to form and regulate their dowestic 
institutions in their own way??? 

‘** Repealed the Missouri restriction for the pur- 
pose of substituting’? a something else—u new 
‘* general rule;’’ self-government in lieu of the 
rule of government oreviously enforced. Why, 
sir, that paragraph implies that the Senator from 
Illinois wrested the right of self-government from 
some tyranny, and bestowed it on the people; that 
he gave them a ‘general rule’’—a power whicli 
they did not previously possess. Now he claims 
merely to have taken one question from an eX- 
ceptional position and placed it under a “ general 
rule” previously in force. J grant that, subse- 
quently, in the course of his remarks, he spoke 
of the slavery question as an exceptional one, 
which his Kansas bill proposed to place upon the 
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1857. 
somes footing with the other domestic questions; 
put not so in the opening remarks of his speech 
_ its foundation. He tells me, I differ with the 
president. [stop not toask whether I differ with 
him or the Senator from Illinois. Neither the 
President nor any other gentleman is responsible 
for my course, but myself. 1 would differ with 
te one as soon as with the other, if I thought 
jis reasoning, or the conclusions at which he ar- 
rived, were not correct, 





reading is not justified by its language. I nawhere 
fnd the President saying that the eae 
tion was made an exceptional one by the Kansas 


jnent question, the one which had been discussed, 
the one which had been agitated; and, therefore, 


that it was highly proper that it should be sub- || 


I do not read the mes- || 
save as the Senator from Illinois reads it, and his | 
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| 


mitted to the people as a distinct proposition. | 
The Senator from Illinois asserted—notin terms, | 


but that was the purport—that I denied the pro- 

riety of submitting a State constitution—inclu- 
ding that of Kansas—to the people. 
asserted my regret that it was not thus submitted; 
but declared that, in my opinion, we had no right 
to go behind the authority we had recognized as 
legal, and demand its submission, when that au- 
thority had omitted to demand it. The Senator 
from illinois must confine himself to the record— 
to what I have said—when he pretends to quote 
me or my sentiments. 


The Senator asks me, as he asked the Senator | 


from Pennsylvania yesterday, why these innu- 
endoes abaut faction and a division of the party. 


He was the first Senator to introduce here what | 
he calls innuendoes and intimations upon that sub- | 


ject. He was the first to allude to any possible 


division of the party; the first to allude to any | 


faction in connection with this question. I merely 
answered his allusion, and am not to be taken to 
task for it. 


[ did not quote the message, as he says. I || 


scarcely made allusion to it, except as to the con- 


clusions at which the Presidentarrived. Has the | 


Senator no other defense than attributing language 
tome I did not utter—attributing sentiments to 
me I did not express? He says he agrees with 
the President in some poiats, and differs with him 


on others; and that I disagree with him on some, || 


and coincide with him in others. The difference 
between the Senator and myself is simply this: 


he denies the President’s conclusion, but pretends | 
to coincide with him in his reasoning; while 1 | 


. . 5? . 
concur both in his reasoning and conclusion. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 
refer to? 

Mr. FITCH. The conclusion that the consti- 
tution of Kansas, ifit comes before us, as it is sup- 


posed it will, from the convention directly, with- | 


out previous submission, will nevertheless be a 
constitution which we can legally accept, and per- 
haps, under the circumstances, ought to accept. 

The Cincinnati platform is lugged again and 
again into this controversy by the Senator. I have 
some little, but not much, faith in political plat- 
forms. You know, sir, how they are framed. A 
committee is appointed to draft resolutions; they 
bring them forward, and because they do not 


happen to expressly conflict with the sentiments | 


of the wise gentlemen then and there assembled 


for another purpose than to build a political plat- | 


form to guide all posterity, namely, to nominate 


candidates for President and Vice President, for- | 


sooth they are to control Government and its 


policy from thence henceforth forever. I have no | 


objection to the Cincinnati platform; on the con- 
trary, | believe it to be an admirable one. It recog- 
nizes, in almost the language of the Kansas bill, 
the right of the people to regulate their domestic 
institutions in sheie own way. The people of 


Kansas have exercised that right in their own | 


way, a way deemed legal; a way the President 


deems legal. True, there is opposition to that way, | 
and some demand that their institutions shall be || 


regulated in another way, namely, by the sub- 
mission of the constitution, emanating from what 
we deem a legal source, to the popular vote; when 
the source from which it emanated was not com- 
pelled by the people in enacting the law, calling 
that source into existence, to thus submit it. 1 


I ee 1] 


What conclusion do you || 


througha Legislature. I look at those laws 
find one calling a convention to frame a consti- 
| tution, without requiring its submission to the 
| people. The people, in fact, were willing to part 
| with control over it, and leave the whole matter in 
the hands of the convention. 
their will through their laws, and I know no 
right, except it be an arbitrary one, authorizing 


} 


laws. 


insinuations. Mr. President, much of his first 
speech was devoted to insinuation, and hence it 


( || ll becomes him to charge insinuations to others, 
bill. Hesays, in substance, that it was the prom- || 


when simply alluding to hisown. Itis well known 
that he insinuated, in his opening remarks, that 
improper influences were at work upon the affairs 
of Kansas, either outside or within the Territory, 
of which he possessed a knowledge, and yet he 
would not give that knowledge to the Senate. 


| He insinuated, as is within the recollection of | 


_every gentleman who heard him, that some kind 
of influence was at work, an improper and unau- 
| thorized influence, to compel the slavery clause 
| to be struck out of the constitution. 
| uated some sort of knowledge on his part that the 
** returns’’—emphasizing the word—would show 
|agreat majority for striking out that clause, as 
though there was to be a second edition of the 
Oxford frauds, though in an opposite direction; 
|, and he had knowledge of this fact, but would 
not communicate it. This was a mere insinu- 
ation. Upon what was it based ? 
Now, again, he indulges in the same strain. 


agreeing with the President in his views in rela- 
tion to this matter, particularly southern Sena- 
tors, will stand side by side with him, because the 
slavery clause will, in all probability, be stricken 
out. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


I did not say northern or 


southern. 
|| Mr. FITCH. Then those who agree with the 
|| President. This is an insinuation that gentle- 


| men—he says he did not indicate southerh gen- | 
|| tlemen—who have avowed, in public and private, 


| 

}] Semen 

|| their views and their determination to vote for 
|| this constitution, if it comes here with a fair elec- 
|| tion yesterday, not interrupted by force, whether 
\| the F oamaroe clause be left in or voted out, leaving 
|| that question for the decision of the people, will 
| change theirdetermination ifthat clause be stricken 
|| out. j sail 

'| Mr. President, it was to avoid just such an in- 
sinuation in relation to myself, because I knew it 


j 


| offered, to state the 1easons for my action in ad- 
|| vance of any possible knowledge of the character 
of the decision yesterday. I was determined that 
| neither that Senator, or others, should be able to 
|| say to me, you would have voted differently if 
| that clause were in, or differently if it were out. 
Other insinuations are also made. One is that 
|} some power or person, some vague shadowy 


| something, which he would not name or locate, || 
| wassuborning and buying editors and letter-writ- | 
[ have not the money, if I had | 
the inclination, if it was intended in part for me. | 

Another insinuation which I did not think | 
pon to answer, and an uncalled for one, was, if | 


ers to assail him. 


did not misunderstand his language yesterday, 
| that those who were o posed to him were, ina 
great measure, governed 
|| and favor. I have nothing to ask of the Execy- 
tive, present or future, for myself, and scorn any 
| such imputation, come from where itmay. When 
imputations like that are thrown abroad to in- 
fluence and prejudice the people against their rep- 
resentatives here, it only indicates what kind of 
|| motive can govern the man who makes them. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I have a word 
| to say in regard to what the gentleman designates 
insinuation. It is true I did intimate by some 
form of expression, (the precise form I cannot 








} Kenna as to the election held yesterday, and I 
|| will tell you why L intimated that doubt, In the 
| first place, 1 saw that the convention took that 


election out from under the existing laws of the | 


should be pleased to have it submitted; but it is || Territory, and placed it under the direction of 


pee my will, but the will of the people of Kansas, || three commissioners to be appointed by the pres- | 


egally expressed, which is to control the matter. 
he people of Kansas frame their own laws 


| ident of the convention, who should appoint the 
| judges, and they the clerks,and hold the election 


I can only know || 


me or Congress to set aside or go behind their | 


The Senator takes exception to what he calls | 


He insin- || 


He insinuates that within sixty days those now | 


| would come, that I determined, if an opportunity 


y Executive patronage | 


now call to mind,) that I had not the most im- | 
licit faith in the returns that will come from | 
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, and || without law. It is the first time in the history of 


| this Government, so far as I know, that a con- 
| vention has ever taken the election from under the 
| existing laws of the landinthe Territory. In the 
| other cases the president of the convention has 
issued the writs of election to the sheriffs and the 
| other county officers who were authorized by law 
to conduct elections; and it was provided that they 
| should be conducted and returned according to 
|| law. Here they expressly took it away from the 
law, and thus gave an opportunity to the judges 
and clerks to make as many false returns as they 
pleased, without violating any law of the land. [ 
thought it was very extraordinary that a conven- 
|| tion desirous of a his election and honest returns 
|| should have taken it out from under the law, thus 
| to give unfaithful clerks and judges an opportu- 
nity, if they chose, to make false and fraudulent 
|returns. That was the reasen why I had my 
doubts. 
I looked into the constitution of that convention 
, and I found my doubts strengthened by that ex- 
, amination, for I found that the Oxford frauds were 
| legalized in the constitution. I found that John- 
son county, which had only about four hundred 
legal voters, was assigned four representatives and 
|| two senators; while Shawnee county, with nine 
| hundred voters, was assigned two representatives 
| and one senator. The county having double the 
| number of legal voters had but half the represent- 
|} ation. I am informed that, when that fact was 
| called to the attention of the convention by Judge 
Elmore, who represented Shawnee, and asked 
|| why it was, the answer given was: ** The gentle- 
|| man forgets that Oxford city is in Johnson coun- 
| ty.’’? The adding of the one thousand six hundred 
fraudulent votes of Oxford city swelled the num- 
\| ber from four hundred to two thousand, and thus 
|| enabled them to give four representatives and two 
| senators to Johuson county, based on that fraud; 
|| when, without the fraud, it would not have been 
| entitled to more than one senator and one repre- 
| sentative. 
|| tt appearing on the face of the constitution that 
the Oxford fraud wags thus legalized—it being as- 
| certained that the fact of its being legalized was 
| called to the attention of the convention at the time 
| they did it—that Oxford fraud being alluded to as 
| ajustification for doing it; and then it being known 
| that the members of the convention almost unan- 
|| imously denounced Governor Walker for having 
|| set aside that fraud, furnished a presumption that 
} there must have been a reason why they provided, 
|| by that schedule, that the returns hereafter should 
|| not be trammeled by any law which would au- 
| thorize anybody to set aside frauds. With these 
|| facts before me, I did entertain a doubt as to 
\| whether it was intended that there should be 
|| honest returns; and I] say now, frankly, | have 
not the slightest idea that those returns will be 
| entitled to any credit whatever. 
| Mr. FITCH. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him, because I cannot ask the Senator 
|| from Michigan to yield the floor again? The 
| Senator from Illinois says that he based his insin- 
uation that improper motives were at work, either 
within or without Kansas, to insure the striking 
out of the slavery clause yesterday, on a knowl- 
edge of the fact that fraudulent returns had been 
| previously made, and that the manner of election 
for the constitution was unusual. I have before 
me his language—the language of the insinuation, 
The facts to which he now refers had been long 
known to him. The Oxford fraud was long known 
to him, for it was a matter of public notoriety for 
weeks before Congress assembled. The manner 
in which the election of yesterday would be con- 
| ducted was known. The schedule of their con- 
stitution and the report that their election would 
be conducted in that manner and by certain ofli- 
cers created by the constitutional convenuon was 
well known for weeks. But the knowledge which 
was in his possession, and upon which he ingin- 
uated improper motives were at work in Kansas 
to secure the striking out of the slavery clause, 
was something altogether different, if we are to 
believe the honorable Senator’s words at the ume 
of the delivery of bis speech. He said: 

«J think I have seen enough in the last three days to make 
| it certain that it will be returned aut no matter how the vate 
|} may stand.” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am much obliged to the 
1 Senator for calling my attention, and that of the 
) Senate, tothe express language. The facts which 
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I have detailed warranted me in the supposition 
that there was an opportunity to return the slavery 
clause in or return itout, justas should be thought 
best.and that the convention intended to rive that 
opportunity by providing, in effect, that the laws 
of the Territory, with their penalties, should not 
be brought to bear on the offenders, if they did 
perpetrate fraud. [thought | saw such adesign. 

Now,.wimt | alluded to having seen within the 
last three days, was this: there were rumors cur- 
rent—I did not know whether true or false, and 
I do not know now whether they are true or 
false—that several gentlemen had started from 
here to go by express to Kansas to use all their 
power and influr nee to get the pro-slavery clause 
stricken out, so that northern men could vote for 
the constitution, whereas it was supposed they 
could not if it was not stricken out. 

Mr. FITCH. Does the Senator wish to be 
understood as intimating that any northern Sen- 
ator sent such a message? If so, in the spirit of 
his language to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Bicier] yesterday, from what source does 
he derive his knowledge? Who is his authority, 
and who sent the message ? 

Mr DOUGLAS. I made no insinuation that 
any northern Senators or any southern Senators 
had anything to do with it. I stated that the 
rumors existed. Isaw one gentleman, a warm 
pro-slavery man, who was hurrying off to Kansas 
for the purpose of inducing them to strike out the 
clause, in order that a vote of Congress should be 
received in favor of the constitution. He did not 
say that anybody sent him. 1 heard that others 
had gone. Who sent them? Whether they were 
sent by anybody, I do not know; but I confess, 
taking that in connection with the fact that there 
was no penalty for fraud, no penalty for false 
returns—that the laws of the land which pun- 
ished frauds had been set aside by the convention 
—led me to doubt whether I ought to have much 
confidence in the returns; and hence it was not 
worth while for me to wait before I defined my 
position unul those returns should come in. I did 
not intend to mention the mere rumor; but let it 
go for what it is worth. It may be true, or it 
may be false. 

A word now as to the action of the convention 
which justified the supposition, as I believed, that 
frauds might be accomplished without the viola- 
tionof law. The frauds at Oxford were indorsed 
by the convention when their attention was called 
tothem. The same members of the convention 
who did that, denounced Governor Walker for 
having set aside those frauds. A further fact, 
which is stated to me by an officer of the Army 
who was present, is, that the clerk who was un- 
derstood to have perpetrated the Oxford frauds, 
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f\ a 
and that reports were in order from the 


' eral Senators around me that it is not the pleas- 


ure of the Senate that [ should proceed to-day. 
I submit myself entirely to their pleasure. 

Several Senators. Go on to-morrow. 

Mr. STUART. It is also suggested by the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] that he 
desires to have an executive session. With that 
view, | move to postpone this subject till to-mor- 
row. and I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to express my views then. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave a word to say before the 
postponement. The Senator from lilinois closed 
his remarks by saying that he did not wish to 
prejudice- 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
but I yielded the floor to the Senator from Michi- 
gan. If the Senate is not going into executive 
session, | have a few words more to say. 

Mr. CLAY. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois, I beg to read the twelfth sec- 
tion of the schedule, because I think he has done 
gross injustice to the convention, and his remarks 





, are calculated to produce a false impression, and 


a very baneful influence, if permitted to go un- 
contradicted. I shall simply read the twelfth sec- 
tion, and say nothing more, at this time, in reply 
to the Senator. The twelfth section of the sched- 
ule is in these words: 

* All officers appointed to carry into execution the pro 
visions of the foregoing sections, shall, before entering upon 
their duties, be sworn to faithtully perform the duties of their 


| offices; and, in tailure thereof, be subject to the same charges 
| and penalties as are provided, in like cases, under the ter 


ritorial laws.’ 


Mr. STUART. It is true the schedule makes 
that provision; but it is equally true that the act- 


ing Governor of the Territory, in his opening | 


| message to the Legislature, has said there is no 
law in Kansas punishing fraudulent returns 


Mr. CLAY. In reply, [ simply ask the Sen- 


ator whether the ipse dixit of the Governor is to | 


prevail over the law? 
Mr. STUART. No, sir; but there is no such 
law. 
Mr. CLAY. If what the Governor says does 
not override the law, it is of no moment whatever. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 


which has been read was in the copy of the con- 


stitution published in the National Intelligencer; | 
| but it was not in the copy published in the 


nion, 


| which was said—I do not know how the fact may 


be—to have been furnished by the President. 


| How to account for the variance I do not know, 


was chosen clerk of the convention by acclama- 
tion, on the suggestion that his services in John- | 


son county entitled him to that election. These 


facts, taken together, led me to suspect that much | 


confidence was not due to the returns which should 
be made there. I merely, by asort of lapsuslingue, 
expressed that doubt at the time. Since my at- 
tention has been called to it, I give the Senate the 
foundations on which those doubts existed, and 
I leave the country to judge whether they are 
rightor not. I have no desire to excite prejudice 
on this question. 
Mr. CLAY. 
interrupt him ? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 
Mr. CLAY. 


Will the Senator permit me to 


With —. 
I ask the 


provide for the enforcement at this election of a 
the laws of the Territory regulating other elec- 
tions, and thereb provide against the commis- 
sion of fraud and impose the penalties attached 
to fraud in other elections ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not think it does 

Mr. CLAY. That is my recollection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Can the Senator from Michi- 
gan inform me as to this point? Has he a copy 
of the schedule at hand? 

Mr. STUART. Allow me to say to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois and to the Senate, that one 
great disadvantage I am receiving from this dis- 
cussion is that gentlemen are using a great deal 
of my argument, [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Under that view of the case, 
1 will take my seat and allow the Senator from 
Michigan to proceed. 


Mr. STUART. It has been suggested by sev- 


unless in this way: it was said in Kansas that 
the convention adjourned without having put the 
constitution in form, but appointed a committee 
to do that; and it may be that the copy published 


in the Intelligencer was the revised copy, while | 


the Union published the constitution as made by 


| the convention. Whether that be so or not, how- 


ever, I say the clause as read does not put the 
matter under the territorial laws, as it would have 
been if left to the regular officers, who were sub- 


ject to penalties for making fraudulent returns. | 
| As I said before, I shall not continue the argu- | 


ment further to-day, although there are many 
other things that I should like to say. 

Mr CLAY. [simply say to the Senator he is 
mistaken. I hold in my hand what purports to 


be, and what I um assured is, a copy of the Union | 


|| containing the schedule. 


Senator whether the | 
twelfth section of the schedule does not ote 
l 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I will say to the Senator from 


Alabama that I shall look into the matter, and if |! 
I find that I have been mistaken I shall take great | 


pleasure in saying so in open Senate. 

Mr. STUART. My motion isto postpone the 
further consideration of this subject until to-mor- 
row. 


The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 


and after some time spent therein, the doors were | 


reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, December 22, 1857. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. P. D. Guruey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER announced the business first 
in order to be the call of committees for reports, 


I did not close my remarks, | 


T am aware that the clause || 





December 22, 


Commit 
+ mmit- 
tee of Elections. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, 
Assury Dickins, its Secretary, notifying the 
House that that body had passed a resolution o¢ 
the House, entitled ** A joint resolution to amend 
the act entitled an § Actto regulate the compe 
tion of members of Congress,’ 
16, 1856.’’ 


EXC@SED FROM SERVING ON COMMITTEE, 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to be excused by 


the House from further service on the committee 
of Claims, in consequence of physical disability 
to perform my duties on that committee. I make 
that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NEW JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN MICHIGAN. 
Mr. WALBRIDGE, by unanimous consent, 


presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of 

| the State of Michigan in relation to a new judi. 
cial district in said State; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


by 


nsa- 
approved Aucust 


TREASURY NOTE BILL. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I move that the 


rules be suspended, and that the House resolye 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of resuming 
| the consideration of the Treasury note bill. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Before the question is taken 
on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, I desire, unless he intends to submit the 
motion himself, to move that the debate on the 
Senate bill be closed in the same time prescribed 
'| by the House for the House bill—in two hours 
after the committee shall proceed to its considera- 
tion. I submit that motion, and demand the pre- 
| vious question on it. 
|| Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to inquire whether 
|| the Senate bill has been printed? If it has not, 
| 1 do not think the House is prepared to take up 
‘| and debate that bill. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I would also suggest a question 
of order upon the motion submitted by the gentle- 
‘| man from Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron.] I do not 
| think itis competent for the House to close debate 
‘| upon a bill which has never been taken up in com- 
| mittee. I think that the rule requires that the 
|| bill shall, at some time previous, have been consid- 
|| ered in committee, before the House can passa 
|| resolution for closing debate. I do not wish to 
|| insist upon the point of order. J merely suggest 
it for the consideration of the Chair. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. ILhope the gentleman will 

not insist upon the question of order. 
| Mr. BOCOCK. 1 will withdraw it. 

Mr. BANKS. I make the question of order 
that the House cannot close debate upon a bill 
which has never been considered in committee. | 
| do not do it for the purpose of defeating the action 
' of the House upon the bill. [am willing that the 
|, House shall come to a vote to-day upon one bill 
or the other; but I desire that our business shall 
be taken up in its regular order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [understand that the Senate 
|| bill has been printed, and will be laid upon our 
| desks immediately. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the ques- 
tion of order raised by the gentleman from Masss- 
|; chusetts. It is notin order to close debate upon 

a bill which has not been considered in committee. 
|| The Chair, therefore, decides that the resolution 
| of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovstoy} 
is not in order. 


I 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana. I wish to make 
i 


a suggestion, before the question is put, upon 
going into Committee of the Whole on the state 
|| of the Union. The House has passed an ordet 
|| that all debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
| House Treasury note bill shall be closed in two 
|| hours after we shall go into committee. Now! 
| wish to suggest that, by unanimous consent, !t 
shall be agreed that each individual who speaks 
| shall be limited to fifteen minutes. There are ® 
| number of gentlemen who desire to make some 
| expression of their views upon this bill. By lim'- 
| ing the speeches to fifteen minutes each a consit- 
| erable number of gentlemen may be heard, w!'* 
the number must necessarily be very limited wit! 
out such limitation. 
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ferred by the House to the Committee of the | 


1857. 
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The SPEAKER. The proposition may be en- | 


.d by unanimous consent. 


batable. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 
Mr. STANTON. Well, sir, I trust the com- | 
| mittee will not take up the Senate bill. [Cries of | 
** Order!’’] 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is one re- 


7 Mr. GROW. I will not object if the gentleman 


will put it at twenty minutes. | 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana. Very well; then | 
| will put it at twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | I object to twenty minutes. | 
| have no idea that any gentleman can discuss | 
this question as he wishes to in twenty minutes. 


| do not know that I shall have oe tosay || Mr. SEWARD. If the motien to take up the | 
myself upon the bill; but I do not think it would | 


t think | Senate bill is in order, | want to know how many 
be good policy to make such a limitation as the | bills intervene on the Calendar between the House 
gentleman suggests. If he will put it at half an |, bil] and the Senate bill? 
jour I will not object. , Mr. CLINGMAN. I object to all debate. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I hope the gentleman will Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is it in order to 
put it at ten minutes. I think I could myself | set aside this House bill under the resolution of | 
answer all the objections which have been made || the House, closing debate and requiring that the | 
against this bill from the other side of the House | committee shall proceed to vote upon it? 


in five minutes. pee) The CHAIRMAN. The resolution adopted 
The SPEAKER. oes the gentleman from 


is in order. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr.STANTON. I suppose the motion is de- || The CHAIRMAN. Of course it does. 


lating to the priority of business, and no debate || 





Alabama object to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana? 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir, I will not interpose 
objection. 

No further objection being made, the propo- 
sition was assented to, by general consent; and 
the question recurred on the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Before the ques- 
tion is put upon the motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, I wish 
to state that the reason why I did not myself 
make the motion to close dehate on the Senate | 
bill, was that the same question of order was made | 
yesterday, and I supposed the motion wouid not 
be entertained. I will say, however, that when | 
the Hause shall go into committee, I shall move 
to lay aside the House bill and take up the Sen- 
ate bill. I shall then move that the committee | 
rise, for the purpose of closing debate upon it. 

Mr. SEWARD. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I object to all debate. 

The question was put upon Mr. Jones’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself intothe Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Puetps in the chair, ) 
and resumed the consideration of House bill (No. | 
4) to authorize the issue of Treasury notes, upon | 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Grow] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I move to lay aside 
the House bill, and take up the Senate bill upon 
the same subject. 

Mr.STANTON. I hope the House will not 
adopt the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. I do not think the committee has the 
ower to consider, at this time, the Senate bill. 

he Constitution provides that all bills for raising 
revenue shall originate in the House of Repre- | 
sentatives. That is the effect of this bill, and we || enacting clause, and to insert this bill? 
have no right, therefore, to take the Senate bill || The CHAIRMAN. That question cannot be | 
into consideration. || raised at this moment, as there is a motion now | 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the | pending, made by the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 
Chair, the motion is in order. vania, [Mr. J. Guancy Jones.] 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Pennsyl- Mr. SEWARD. I understand that there are 
vania [Mr. Grow] is entitled to the floor, and the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
certainly cannot submit his motion until he has 
the floor for that purpose. 

Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. I made the motion, 
as | understood it, with the assent of my col- | 
league, (Mr. Grow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
motion to be offered with the ccnsent of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, who is entitled to the 
floor. If not, the gentleman is entitled to the 
floor, and the motion will not be received. 

Mr. GROW. Itis immaterial to me which I 
speak on. I only desire the privilege of submit- | 
ing some remarks upon the question. Shall I | 
be entitled to the floor on the other bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from | 

ennsylvania yields the floor for the purpose of 
allowing the motion to be made, the Chair will 
again assign him the floor. 
dl Mr. SEWARD. I should like to know how 

'e Senate bill came in the possession of this com- 
mittee at all? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 

‘e gentleman from Georgia that the bill was re- | 


to close debate upon the House bill in two hours 
after its consideration shall be resumed. 


$$$ $y — 


fore in order. 


order. 


order. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
tion of these bills; whether the Senate bill comes 
up next in- order on the Calendar, if this bill is 
laid aside? 


of order. 

Mr. COLFAX. Well, I have risen to a point 
of order three several times, but have rot been 
recognized by the Chair. The Constitution of the 

| United States declares that all bills for raising rev- 
enue shall originate in the House of Representa- 
tives; and the Senate bill declares, in the fourth 
section, that, 

“The Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized, 
with the approbation of the President, to borrow, from time 

| to time, such sums of money upon the credit of such notes 
as the President may deem expedient.” 

This explicitly declares that he shall raise rev- 
enue upon the hypothecation of these notes. I 
raise, then, the point of order that it is a revenue 
| bill, and should have originated in this House. 


question of order raised by the gentleman from 
Indiana. That isa question for the determination 
| of each member, as he is called to vote upon the | 
bill, and not for the Chair. 
Mr. FLORENCE. I submit a point of order, | 
with a view to avoid this difficulty. Would it | 
not be in order to move to strike out all after the 





bill. Now, these bills cannot be postponed to 
take up this bill. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. 


rise now. 


That question does not | 
It will be time enough to decide it | 
when it comesup inorder, * 
Mr. GROW. [desire to understand my rights. | 
{Laughter. } 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide the | 
question raised by the gentleman from Georgia in | 
its proper place. 
The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone the consideration of the bill, (H. R. No. 4;) | 
and it was decided in the affirmative; there being, 
on a division—ayes 95, noes 73 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to 
the House that the Calendar bas not been printed. 
| The Chair was not aware of what appropriation 
bills intervened between the bill which has just | 
been laid aside and the Senate bill; but he is now | 
informed by the Clerk thattwoappropriation bills | 
—the bill making appropriations for the consular 
|| and diplomatic expenses of the Government, and 
the Indian appropriation bill—are before the Sen- | 
ate bill. 
Mr. GROW. I desire to inquire whether the | 
postponement of the bill postponed me with it? 


‘hole on the state of the Union. 








by the House yesterday, requires the committee | 
In the | 
opinion of the Chair, the consideration of that bill || 
has not been resumed, and the motion is there- || to give way for a moment. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a question of | 


I want:to know the condi- | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Geor- || \ 
gia is not in order, as he has not risen to a point ,| ask me to yield further, as I desire to continue 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the | 


several bills on the Calendar before the Senate || 
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On motion of Mr. J. GLANCY JONES, the 
two appropriation bills on the Calendar prior to 
the Senate bill were severally postponed. 

The next bill in order for consideration was 
'** An act (S. No. 13) to authorize the issue of 
Treasury notes.”’ 

Mr. GROW obtained the floor. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will now be read 
by sections, and will be subject to amendment. 

The Clerk then reported the first section of the 


1] bill, as follows: 
| 


‘ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 


| of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 


the President of the United States is hereby authorized to 
cause Treasury notes for such sum or sums as the exigen- 
| cies of the public service may require, but not to exceed, 
| at any time, the amount of $20,000,000, and of denomina 
tions not less than $100 for any such note, to be prepared, 
signed, and issued in the manner hereinafter provided.” 


| Mr. GROW. 1 move to strike out the first 
section of the bill. 


Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Lask my colleague 


| Mr.GROW. I hope my colleague will not 
ask me to give way again. I have been postponed 


| and laid aside once already. 

The CHAIRMAN. One question of order is | 
already pending, raised by the gentleman from | 
Tennessee. The Chair overrules the question of | 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. {ft will not come 
out of my colleague’stime. My object is merely 

| to have alimit put to the debate. The debate on 
the House bill was ordered to be closed in two 
| hours; and I desire, with the consent of my col- 
league to move that the committee rise, in order 


|| that the same limit may be placed upon the de- 


| bate on this bill. 


Mr.GROW. My colleague will not, I hope, 


| my remarks now. I think I have been very ac- 
| commodating this morning, and ought now to be 
allowed to proceed. 
| Mr. Chairman, before addressing myself di- 
vine to the merits of the bill, I desire to say a 
| word in reply to the gentleman from Virginia, 
|{Mr. Lercner,] who yesterday claimed that 
| the Administration and the so-called Democratic 
| party were not responsible for the expenditures 


|| of the Government increasing within five years 


| from forty-six million dollars to over seventy mil- 
| lion dollars. “The gentleman’s practical economy 
| in legislation is proverbial, and I trust it wil! not 


|| be considered egotistic for me to say that since 1 
‘| have been a member of Congress, upon almost 


| all questions affecting the expenditures of the 
| Government, I have voted with him. He will, 
| therefore, receive my remarks as being made in 
| no spirit of cavil, but with an earnest and sincere 
desire to see a reform in this Government that 
shall bring back its expenditures to the economy 


| and simplicity of its days of early virtue. That 


gentleman has been too long in the public service 


| not to know that no reform in the expenditures 


of this Government can be effectual unless it com- 
mence in the heads of the Government. ft must 
begin with the Departments. The gentleman 
claimed that the so-called Democratic party was 
not responsible for any appropriations for the 
last two years, because they were in a minority 
in this House. Then no party was responsible 
| for any of those appropriations, for no party had 
a majority in the House of Representatives in the 
last Congress. The gentleman knows that a 
| proper economy in the expenditures of the Gov- 
| ernment can only be regulated by your Depart- 
| ments; for they make their estimates and then 
| ask Congress to make appropriations accordingly, 
and if withheld, as we did in a few cases in the 
last Congress, you are charged—and I think the 
gentleman from Virginia was-one of those who 


|| echoed the charge against us—with being faction- 


ists and desiring to block the wheels of Govern- 


| ment and inaugurate revolution. 


The Departments first create the necessity for 
appropriations, by enlarging their forces and in- 
| creasing the expenditures of the Government, and 


\| then ask Congress to appropriate the money; and 


if Congress fails to do it, they divert the appro- 
priations made for other purposes to the payment 
of those they desire to see paid, or they come in 
with a deficiency bill, and you are then asked 
to pass it, because, if you do not, the citizen will 
suffer who has relied on the faith of the Govern- 
ment, and furnished either labor or supplies. 
Sir, the enormous expenditures of to-day «are 
chargeable upon the Administration that has con- 
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trolled the Government during the six years in 
which those expenditures have doubled. Let 


them commence retrenchment and reform by lim- | 


iting the esumates, and then you will limit the 


appropriauons; for, as I said before, you cannot | 


stop these vast expenditures in tbe legislative de- 
partment of the Government, unless you are ready 


to meet the charge that you are trying to inaugu- | 
rate revolution, and block the wheels of the Gov- | 


ernment. We met that charge in the last Con- 
gress, when we refused to appropriate the money 
for some of the estimates, and because we did 
80, the so-called Democratic party endeavored to 
make the country believe, during the last presi- 
dential canvass, a 


asked for to carry on the Government, though we 
believed the appropriation wrong. And, sir, un- 
lees you have the co6éperation of the heads of De- 
partments of the Government, such would be the 
result in every case. 

The expenses of the Army and Navy have been 
doubled within a few years, aud so have been those 
of almost every department of the Government. 
How are you to bring the Government back to the 
economy of the early days of the Republic, and 


the simplicity that characterized its administra- | 


tion? The men who have charge of the public 
Departments know what branches of the public 
service can be curtailed without injury to the 
— service; but itis impossible that we should 


now all the details of the different Departments || 
No law can be passed that | 
would not have a discretionary power, to some | 
extent, in the head of a Department in its expend- | 


of the Government. 


itures and the number of its employés, which 


have been gradually increased and converted by | 
this Government into a secret police force, to stand | 


guard at the ballot-boxes in the local elections of 
the country, in order to control, if possible, the 
action of the people. The Administration has 
swelled the expenses of the Government from 
forty-six to seventy million dollars, much of it in 
this way; and to-day, if asubordinate of the Govy- 
ernment dares to exercise the right of an American 
freeman in one of the local and municipal elections 


of the country, his head falls under the guillotine, || late financial revulsion that 


worked by the headsman in Washington. 
must be provided by the Administration for the 
Representatives who, upon this floor and in the 
other wing of the Capitol, have been discarded 
by their constiwents because they betrayed their 
svlemn trust in order to uphold the policy resolved 
on by the Administration asa party test. In this 
way the patronage has been greatly increased, 


and to it is to be attributed much of the enormous | 
increase in the expenditures of the Govern- | 


ment. 


But, as I said before, the gentleman from Vir- || one thing as its cause. 


quire, except so far as is necessary to notice the || 
question propounded by the gentleman from New | 


ginia will understand that 1 make these remarks 
in no spirit of cavil, but merely to show that the 


needed reform must begin in the Departments. | 


They are responsible for the enormous expend- 


itures of this Government; and they are respons- | 


ible, in the most obnoxious way, by converting 
the Government officials into a secret police to 


interfere with the elections of the country. They | 


send into the conventions of the people of the 
States their chosen minions from the post offices 
and the custom-houses to lay down their political 
platforms and, so far as lies in their power, to 
control their nominations; and then whatever ofii- 


cial of the Government dares to oppose the nom- | 


inee of the party—even though the ‘ devil in- 
carnate’’—loses 
discharge the duties of the office. The manly 
exercise of the inalienable rights of an American 
citizen to act on his own judgment in the local 
elections of the country, if against the wishes of 
the Administration, disqualifies him for holding 


any office of profit or trust under the Government || 


of his country. ‘ ; ; 
But, sir, | now turn to the consideration of this 
bill and its features. While it is true that a Gov- 


ernment, in the exercise of its legitimate func- | 
tions, should not attempt to shape and control | 
the business of the country, nor to convert itself | 


into an almshouse to distribute charity to the 
needy and distressed of its citizens, yet it is its 
duty—its first and paramount duty—so to legis- 
late, confining itself to its proper and legitimate 
functions, as vot toenhance any existing derange- 
ment of business in the country; but, if possible, 


THE 


iat we were revolutionizing, and | 
that we desired to block the wheels of the Gov- | 
ernment by refusing to grant the appropriations || 


is place, and is no longer fit to | 


to add to the prospefity and development of its 
great interests and resources. 

To-day, we are asked by the Government to 

rovide means to pay its debts. That is a legit- 
imate object of legislation. The ordinary sources 
of revenue, in the present state of the business 
of the country, are dried up, and the Government 
is unable to meet its liabilities. While it is a 
proper, legitimate duty of the Government to raise 
the revenue neagssary to defray its expenses, a 
sound statesmanship requires you to do go in the 
way that will least embarrass the business of the 
country, and will add, if possible, to the devel- 
opment of its great and material resources. 

The question presented is, whether the Gov- 
ernment should go into the money market and 
make a loan of money to pay its debts, or 


whether it will issue paper promises to pay when || 


there is nothing in its vaults to redeem these 

romises. It is only the mode and manner of re- 
nase the Treasury that is in controversy; for 
there is no man on either side of this Hall who 
would refuse to furnish relief to the Govern- 


ment and save its plighted honor by voting the | 


necessary supplies to pay its honest debts. The 
manner of doing it is the only question. And to 
answer that question properly, it is necessary to 
consider the condition of the country, and how 
your proposed law is likely to affect it in its busi- 
ness relations. 


What, then, is the condition of the country? | 
In a day we have seen the most far-seeing and | 


sagacious of our business men reduced from af- 
fluence to penury and want, and honest, willing 


labor wandering a famished beggar in the streets. || 


| What has produced this unprecedented convul- 
sion of the country? for it becomes a wise legis- 
lator to inquire into the probable influence of the 


| laws he proposes upon the business relations of 


| life. 

| Mr. FENTON. I wish the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] to state, if he is in pos- 

| session of the information, the relative amount 


|| of the specie, and of the paper money in the 
|| country at the date of the late monetary disaster, | 


|| and then I would inquire whether, in his judg- 


| ment, the banks are directly responsible for the 


ascome upon us; or 


Places || whether other causes, growing out of the specu- 
| lative spirit of the times, not immediately marked 


| 


by the facilities afforded by the banks in obtain- 
ing money, have aided to swell and hasten this 
commercial and financial crisis ? 

Mr. GROW. 


able to furnish conclusive or very satisfactory 
proof of the real cause of the present financial re- 
vulsion. Many 
produce it, and it might be difficult to specify any 
Without stopping to in- 


York, whether it wascaused by a redundant paper 
currency, or is the result of the financial policy 
pursued by this Government for a few years, 
or what influence either or both of these causes 
have had in producing it, it is in my judgment to 
be attributed more to an expanded credit than any 
other one thing. What influence the financial 


eva of the country for the last few years has 
vad in producing that expansion, I do not pro- | 


pose here to inquire; but will merely say that, in 
my judgment, theehanges made in the tariff policy 
of the country during the last Congress, forced 
upon the House of Representatives by the Senate, 
were injudicious, and calculated to stimulate this 
overgrown and expanded credit, and add largely 
to our foreign indebtedness, which has augmented 
the evil of the day. 

The present crisis is likened to that of 1837, 
when there is no similarity in the apparent causes 
that have produced them. In 1837 there was an 


expanded paper currency, witha very insufficient | 
The banks had a circulation of | 
| $150,000,000, while they had in their vaults but 

$50,000,000 in specie, sehunelde the banks, there | 


metallic basis. 


was but $30,000,000 in the hands of the people. 


to the most reliable statistics, but $80,000,000 in 
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I will answer the question of the | 
gentleman from New York, though I may not be | 


things may have combined to | 








| The Government then issued Treasury drafts . 


| cause paper was the only thing that could be 
| stituted to fill up the void. 


| That state of things does not exist to-dav 


Sub. 


. : <a ; 7 v, and 
this brings me ~~ to the inquiry of thelaee. 
, 


| tlemanfrom New York, (Mr. Fenton.) Whethe, 
| an eXcessive paper currency was the cause of th, 
| expanded credit will be determined by the statis. 
|| ties of the banks. In 18%7 there was a necessi;, 
| for some circulating medium, there not bein 
ee enough for the business of the coup. 
try. Its whole amount then was about eighty yy). 
_ lion dollars, while now there are over three hundred 
| millions. The coinage of the Mint, from the form. 
| ation of the Government down to the 30th of Sep. 
tember, 1856, amounts to $549,000,000. The im. 
ports of coin into the country since 1820, (fo, 
| previous to that time there were no separate state. 
‘| ments kept by the custom-house,) amount tp 
$293,000,000; which makes an aggregate of 
- $842,000,000. That does not include the amoup: 
| of specie brought into the country by immigrants 
who seek homes on our shores. Deduct from this 
$842,000 ,000 the entire exports of coin from the 
| country since 1820—$436,000,000—and it leaves 
|| somewhere in the country $406,000,000. The cir. 
culation of the banks in September last was about 
| one hundred and eighty-seven millions, while they 
had in their vaults in specie $60,000,000 Tak. 
| the amount of specie in the banks from the whole 
amount in the country, and it will be found tha: 
in September last there was, in the country, in the 
| hands of the people, not far from $200,000,000 in 
| specie. The bank issue in September last, by 
these figures, was over one hundred million do. 
lars less than the metallic currency of the country, 
after allowing a dollar of specie for every dollar 
of paper. In 1837 the paper circulation was 
$70,000,000 in excess of the coin in the country, 
To-day the coin is $100,000,000 in excess of the 
paper. 

Why, then, this revulsion? It certainly has 
not resulted from an excessive expansion ani 
| contraction of bank issues, as in 1837; for the 
bank issues for the last four years have been 
quite uniform: in 1854, $182,030,141; in 1855, 
$163,522,705; in 1856, $170,968,903; and in 1857, 
$187,000,000. During this period the banks have 
had in their vaults about sixty million dollars, 
while there have been over two hundred million 
dollars in the hands of the people. The first fail- 
ure, however, in the beginning of this crisis, cre- 
ated a panic, by reason of the expanded credit of 
the country, which ended in almost entire want of 
confidence in moneyed circles. Hence, the specie 
in general circulation was hoarded, and the banks 
| compelled to refuse further discounts, and finally 
to suspend specie payments. 

Under such circumstances, what is the duty of 
a wise Legislature? Is it to send forth an irre- 
deemable paper currency, to augment the pressing 
evils of the times? What is the duty of a wise 
| legislator in the present condition of the business 
| of the country? Is it to adopt such legislation as 
| will tend to keep out of circulation a metallic cur- 
rency, by substituting a paper currency in ils 
| place which has no metallic basis, and for which 
| there is no provision for its redemption in gold’ 
| Will not the paper currency which is proposed 
by this bill tend to keep from circulation the 
hoarded specie of the country? No man even 
| on the other side of the House will deny that the 
tendency of paper, in any form, asa currency, !s 
| to exclude specie from circulation. The worst 
currency always circulates. If a man has tw: 
| bank notes, one at ten per cent. discount, and the 
|| other at two per cent., he will, as a matter o! 
|| course, pay out the one at ten per cent. first, and 
'| retain in his possession the one of the most value. 
| Se, if you bring the paper currency provided for 
| in this bill into Gepelitiets ou will keep out of 
circulation a like amount of hard money, because 
that is the best and safest currency. 
While the paper currency is sent abroad to fur- 
_ nish the means on which the business of the coun- 
try is to be transacted, the specie will continue 
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|| be locked up in vaults and chests, and withdrawn 


There was in the country at that time, according | fromcirculation. You issue these Treasury notes, 


specie, so that the bank issue was in excess of the 


whole specie of the country, $70,000,000. When 
the crash came, therefore, there was no circulating 


| medium. Gold and silver could not take the place 
|| of paper money, for there was not sufficient of it. 


| diatel 


as provided by the bill, and they can be imme 


converted into a currency that will pass 
| from hand to hand. All that would be nceded 's 
| an indorsement in blank. It would go out repre 
| senting the credit of the Government, the sam¢ 
‘as a bank note represents the credit of the bank. 
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